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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 16, 1902. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. COUDEN, D. D. -

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

M"r. WACHTER, from the Committee on Em·olled Bills, re
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of 
the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 11354:. An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903; 
and 

H. R. 12536. An act to further amend section 2399 of the Re
vised Statutes of the United States. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 181. An act granting an increase of pension to William C. 
David; 

S. 201. An act granting a pension to Jane K. Hill; 
S. 721. An act granting an increase of pension to Lavalette D. 

Dickey; 
S. 951. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Am

brook; 
S. 952. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 

Smith; 
S. 1285. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 

Steele: 
S. 1678. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 

Wingfield; 
S. 2063. An act granting a pension to Ida S. McKinley; 
S. 2079. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Wheeler; 
S. 2327. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Hoag; 
S. 2329. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter Bitt-

.man~ . 
S. 2877. An act to remove the charge of desertion standing 

against the Tecm·d of Thomas Blackburn; 
S. 3064. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma Sophia 

Harper Cilley; 
S. 3103. Ari act granting an increase of pension to Susan Hays; 
S. 3378. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah Anne 

Hanis; 
S. 3388. An act gra~ting an increase of pension to John Peter-

wn; . 
S. 3390. An act grail m g an increase of pension to Charles Allen; 
S. 3849. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. H. 

~~; . -
. S. 3995. An act granting a pension to Susan E. Cleark; 

S. 4022. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Brown: sr .. · 

S. 4404.:. ..A.l),- act granting an increase of pension to Otto H. 
Ha elman; 

S. 4414. An act granting an increase of pension to Albertine 
Schoenecker; and 

S. 4643. An act granting an increase of pension to Phoebe L. 
Peyton. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
M1·. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it

self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 12765); and pending 
that, I ask unanimous consent that general debate be closed on 
Friday at 3 o'clock. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the U.nion foT the further consideration of the bill 
H. R. 12765· and pending that, also asks unanimous consent 
that general' debate-upon this bill be closed on Friday next at 3 
o'clock p. m. Is there objection? . . -

1\Ir. T.A. WNEY. I would like to ask my colleague if 1t would 
not be possible to incorporate with his request a proposition to 
m eet at 11 o'clock to-monow and Friday. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would have no objection to that myself. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York amends his 

request, and asks that the sessions of the H<?use. to-molTOW and 
Friday commence at 11 o'clock. Is there obJectiOn? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. Mr. Si;>eaker, I wish to 
make a statement. Inasmuch as there has been some division on 
this side of the House as well as on the other side on this propo
sition I want to make this statement, Mr. Speaker. I shall not 
object to t his request, but I want to notify all gentlemen ~m this 
side of my position, because if any other gentleman. des!-l'es to 
object he may do so. Now, Mr. Speaker, when this bill was 
taken up the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] asked to 

close this general debate-it was taken up on Tuesday of last 
week-he asked to close general debate-

Mr. PAYNE. On Friday of last week. ' 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee (continuing). On Friday of 

last week, as I remember. The gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 
RoBERTSON] , one of the strongest opposers of the bill on this 
side of the House, suggested to him to close it on yesterday. 
That was Tuesda~ne week of debate-and to that the gentle
man from New York himself objected. 

Mr. PAYNE. I wish right there tosav--
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. I am not finding fault. So 

that we have had a longer time than the gentleman from Louisi
ana asked for the general debate. Now, as I understand it, the 
gentleman comes and is willing to continue debate until Friday 
evening at 3 o'clock. In order that all gentlemen may under
stand it, I make this statement, and so far as I am concerned, I 
am satisfied with the general debate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I object to the request for 
unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi objects. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that general debate close 

on Friday at 3 o'clock, and on that~ demand the previous question. 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker-- . 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 

general debate close on Friday at 3 o'clock, and on that demands 
the previous question. 

The question on ordering the previous question was put; and 
the Speaker announced that the ayes appeared to have it. 

Several MEMBERS. Division! 
Mr. BARTLETT. A parliamentru·y inquiry, Mr. Speaker. I 

desire to know whether this is on the previous question, or wha.t 
is it on? . 

The SPEAKER. The vote is on ordering the previous question. 
The House divided; and the Speaker announced 103 in the 

affirmative. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 

Speaker. Can I not withdraw the objection? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain a parliamentary 

inquiry pending a vote. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee. The gentleman states he 

wishes to withdraw his objection, and if that is done it will ob
viate the whole trouble. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must call the attention of the 
House to the fact that it is in the midst of a vote, and the gentle
man will have to ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the proceedings be vacated and that the suggestion made by 
the gentleman frow New York be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani
mous consent that the pre ent proceedings be vacated and that 
the request of the gentleman from New York be agreed to. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
The SPEAKER. Those opposed to ordering the previous ques

tion will rise. Ninety-nine votes in the negative. On this ques
tion the yeas are 103 and the nays 99. The ayes have it, and the 
previous question is ordered. 

The question now is on the motion of the gentleman from New 
Yor~ to limit general debate to 3 o'clock p. m. on Friday next. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
HAY) there were ayes 107, noes 120. . 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 153, nays 124, 

answered" present" 8, not voting 70; as follows: 

Acheson, 
Adams, 
Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Allen, Me. 
Ball, DeL 
Bankhead, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Bates, 
Beidler, 
Bingham, 
Blackburn, 
Boutell, 
Bowersock, 
Bowie 
Brantley, 
Brick, 
Bristow, 
Brownlow, 
Bull, 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Bm·kett, 
Burleigh, 
Bm·nett, 
Bm'ton, 

YEAS-153. • 
Butler, Pa. 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Clayton, 
Conner, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Crumpacker, 
Currier, 

· Curtis, 
Dalzell, 
Davidson, 
Deemer, 
Douglas, 
Driscoll, 
Elliott, 
Emerson, 
Feely, 
Foerderer, 
Foss, 
Foster, Vt. 
Fowler, 
I<' ox 
Gail;,es, W. Va. 
Gibson, 
Gillet1 N.Y. 
Gillet"t, Mass. 
Graff., 

Griggs, 
Grosvenor, 
Grow, 
Hanbury, 
Haskins, 
Hemenway, 
Hem·y, Conn. 
H em·y, Miss. 
Hill, 
Hitt 
Holliday, 
Howard, 
Howell, 
Hull, 
h·win 
Jenkihs, 
Johnson, 
Jones, Va. 

k0e~oe, 
Ketcham, 
Kluttz, 
Knapp, 
Knox, 
Kyle, 
Lacey, 
Landis, 

Lawrence, 
Lessler, 
Lever, 
Lewis, Pa. 
Littauer, 
Long, 
McCall, 
McClellan, 
McLain, 
Mahon, 
Mann, 
Marshall, 
Martin, 
Mercer, 
Mickey, 
Miller, 
Mondell 
Moody, N.c. 
Moody, Oreg. 
Morgan, 
Morrell, 
Moss~,. ._ , 
Muda., · 
Nevin, 
Olmsted, 
Otjen, 
Overstreet. 
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Parker, Schirm, Sulloway, Wadsworth, 
Patterson, Pa. Scott, Tawney, Wanger, 
Payne, Shattuc, Tayler, Ohio Warnock, 
Pou, Sibley, Taylor, Ala. Watson, 
Powers, Mass. Skiles, Thomas, Iowa Wheeler, 
Pugsley, Smith, Iowa . Thomr.son, Wiley, 
Ra.y,N.Y. Southard, Tirrel, Williams, Miss. 
R eeves Southwick, Tompkins, Ohio Wilson, 
Richardson, Ala. Sperry, Tongue, Woods. 
Roberts, Spight, Underwood, 
Russell, Stewart, N. J. Vreeland, 
Scarborough, Storm, Wachter, 

NAYS-124:. 
Aplin, Dougherty, Lloyd, Robb, 
Ball, Tex. Edwards, Loud, Robertson, La. 
Bell, Esch, McAndrews, Robinson, Ind. 
Bishop, .Fitzgerald, McCleary, Robinson, Nebr . • 
Breazeale, F leming, McCulloch, Rucker , 
Bromwell, Fletcher, McDermott, Selby, 
Broussard Flood, McLachlan, Shackleford, 
Brown. ' Fordney, McRae, Shallenberger, 
Brundidge, Foster, ill. Maddox, Shelden, 
Bur~ess, Gaines, Tenn. Mahone a; Sims, 
Bur eson, Gardner, Mich. ~:l!tf'. Smith, ill. 
Butler, Mo. Gilbert, Smith, Ky. 
Caldwell, Gooch, Meyer, La. Smith, H. C. 
Ca singham, Griffith, Miers, Ind. Smith, S. W. 
Clark, Hamilton, Minor, Snodgrass, 
Cochran, Hay, Moon, . Snook, 
Conry, Heatwole, Morris Sparkman, 
Coombs, Hepburn, Mutchler, Stark, 
Cooney, Hooker, Needham, Stephens. Tex. 
Corliss, Jackson, Kans. N eville, Stevens, Minn. 
Cowherd, Jackson, M.d. Norton, Sutherland, 
Creamer, Jones, Wash. Otey, Swanson, 
Crowley, Kern, Padgett, Talbert, 
Cushman. Kitchin. Wm. W. Patterson, Tenn. Tate, 
Dahle, Kleberg, Pierce, Thomas, N. C. 
Darragh, Lamb, Prince, Vandiver, 

Warner, Davey, La. Lanham, Ransdell, La. 
Davis, Fla. Lindsay, Reid, W eeks, 

Rhea, Va. White, DeArmond, Little, 
Dick, Littlefield, Richardson, Tenn. Williams, ill. 

Rixey, Zenor. Dinsmore, Livingston, 
ANSWERED "PRESENT "-8. 

Belmont, Finley, Lewis, Ga. 
Capron, Hall, Showalter, 

NOT VOTING-70. 
Alexander, Eddy, Kahn, 
Babcock, Evans, Kitchin, Claude 
Bellamy, Gardner, N.J. Lassiter, 
Benton, Gill, Latimer, 
Blakeney, Glenn, Lester, 

B
Borur·ekinga,. Goldfogle, Loudenslager, 

P: Gordon, Lovering, 
Calderhead, Graham, Moody, Mass. 
CasseL Green, Pa. N aphen, 
Connell, Greene, Mass. New lands, 
Cooper, Tex. Haugen, Palmer, 
Cousins, Hedge Pearre, 
Cromer, Henry Tex. P erkins, 
Crunmings, Hildebrant, Powers, Me. 
Dayton. Hopkins, Randell, Tex. 
De Grafl'enreid, Hughes, Reeder, 
Dovener , Jack, Rumple, 
Draper, J ett, Ruppert. 

So the motion of Mr. PAYNE was agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: 
For the session: 
Mr. KAHN with Mr. BELMONT. 
Mr. BOREING with 1\Ir. TRIMBLE, 
Mr. YOUNG with Mr. BENTON. 
Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. HALL. 
Until further notice: 
:M:r. VAN VoORHffi with Mr. GORDON, 
:Mr. CAPRON with Mr. J ETT. 
Mr. EDDY with Mr. SHEPPARD. 
1\Ir. SHOWALTER with Mr. SLAYDEN. 
Mr. STEELE with Mr. COOPER of Texas. 

Thayer, 
Van Voorhis. 

Ryan, 
Salmon 
Shafroth, 
Sheppard, 
Sherman, 
Slayden, 
Small, 
Smith, Wm.Alden 
Steele, 
Stewart, N.Y. 
Sulzer 
Tompkins, N.Y. 
Trimble, 
Wobten, 
Wright, 
Young. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts with Mr. NAPHEN. 
Mr. JACK with Mr. F INLEY. 
Mr. BABCOCK with Mr. CUMMINGS. 
Mr. HEDGE with Mr. SMALL. 
For this day: 
Mr. HAUGEN with :Mr. SALMON. 
Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts with Mr. RANDELL of Texas. 
Mr. HOPKINS with Mr. LESTER. 
Mr. GILL with Mr. LATIMER.' 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 
Mr. CousiNs with Mr. BELLAMY. 
Mr. REEDER with Mr. H E RY of Texas. 
Mr. CONNELL with Mr. WOOTEN. • 
Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. CLAUDE.KITCHIN. 
Mr. DOVENER with Mr. NEWLAND . 
Mr. DRAPER with Mr. RYAN. 
MJ·.,.~ILDEBRANT with Mr. SULZER. 
Ml'. RUMPLE with Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 
Mr. BuRK of Pennsylvania with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. DEGRAFFENREID. 

For this vote: 
Mr. EvANS with Mr. LASSITER. 
Mr. DAYTON with Mr. GLENN. 
Mr. WM . .ALDEN SMITH with Mr. SHAFROTir, 
Mr. LOVERING with Mr. LEWIS of Georgia. 
On this bill except final passage: 
Mr. Moor>Y of Massachusetts with Mr. THAYER, 
Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I voted "no" on the roll call. 

I find I am announced as paired. I therefore withdraw my vote 
and wish to be r ecorded as " present." 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. As I am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
GORDON, who is absent this morning, I desire to withdraw my 
vote and be recorded as "present." 

Mr. CAPRON. Being paired with the gentleman from lliinois, 
Mr. JETT, I wish to withdraw my vote and be recorded "present.'' 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
HOUR OF :rtfEETING FOR NEXT TWO DAYS. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the House meet 
to-morrow and Friday at 11 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON WAR CLAIMS. 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, to-morrowwassetapart bynnani

mous consent for the business of the Committee on War Claims. 
In order to obviate any parliamentary difficulty, and so that the 
debate on the pending bill may go on, I ask that next Tuesday be 
substituted for business of our committee. 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Committee on War 
Claims [Mr. MAHON] asks that next Tuesday be set apart for the 
consideration of business from that committee. Is there objec
tion? The Chair hears none. It is so ordered. 

RECIPROCITY WITH CUBA, 
The SPEAKER. The question is now on the motion of the 

gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the further consider:.tion of House bill12765. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the 
chair, and resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12765) to 
provide for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that in view of the 
limitation which the House has put upon debate on this bill, and 
in consideration of the number of gentlemen who have asked an 
opportunity to speak, it will be impossible for the Chair to recog
nize any gentleman for an hour. If the time that the Chair may 
allot to any of the various gentlemen wno are to speak should be 
extended, it must be with the distinct understanding that the ex· 
tension will probably exclude some member from the privilege 
of speaking who would otherwise be enabled to speak. Should 
extensions of time be asked, it will be for each member to under
stand that the extension in favor of one gentlen.. '\n may shut out 
some other. The Chair thinks it fair to make this statement be
fore the debate begins, so that every member of the House may act 
accordingly. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ROBERTS] 
is recognized for forty-five minutes. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, by way of preface to my re
marks, and in order that my attitude toward the existing tariff law 
may not be misconstrued m· mistmderstood here or elsewhere, I de
desire to say to the committee that I am a strong and I trust a con
sistent believer in the theory of protecting against the competition 
of foreign products and foreign labor every American industry, 
manufacturer, or laborer in need of protection. If a high 1·ate of 
duty is necessary to accompli h this, I am for the high rate; if a low 
rate of duty will serve the purpo e, I am for the low rate. If the 
free entry of any product or artide will not diminish American 
wages or re trict the American production of that article, I am 
for placing that product or article upon the free list and giving 
the benefit of lower prices to the many rather than imposing a 
tariff on it for the benefit of the few who invariably profit by 
such conditions. So much for my personal views and attitude on 
the policy of protection. 

Almost from the fall of the Speaker's gavel at the beginning of 
.this es ion of Congress our ears have been assailed with frantic 
appeals for action in behalf of poor, distressed Cuba. Those ap
peals have come from the corridor, the lobby, the committee 
room , the floor of the House, the press of the country, and have 
grown more and more frantic as the days have passed, until the 
cry is now almost hysterical. Certain gentlemen on the floor of 
this House and many newspapers throughout the country are 
greatly agitated and disturbed over the financial and physical 
condition of our wards in the island of Cuba; and they propose to 
cut our tariff in order that those wards may be insured peaoo, 
plenty, p1·osperity, and consequent happiness. 
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I have listened to all these arguments, entreaties, appeals, and 
supplications with close interest, fondly hoping that I might 
hear some faint, feeble word of encouragement held out to our 
own people along the line of tariff reduction in their interest. 
But thus far I have strained my ear drums in vain. Apparently 
the programme is to help Porto Rico, help Hawaii, help the Philip
pines, help Cuba, help everybody on God's green footstool except 
the people unfortunate enough to live in the United States. For 
them the Dingley rates, now and forever. 

The Dingley bill was a wonderfully conceived piece of con
structive legislation, and has accomplished truly wonderful re
sults in restoring prosperity to a country that had been prostrated 
in an attempt to conform itself to Democratic notions of and ex
periments on a tariff policy. But great as was that bill and mar
velous as were the results obtained under its provisions, neither 
its greatness nor its results are sufficient to make of it a deity 
before whom the American people must forever bow their heads 
nor dare lift their eyes to the face of their god, much less to ques
tion his imperious will. 

At its inception the Dingley bill was far from perfect, and was 
so admitted by some of its warmest friends. The rates imposed 
by many of its schedules wera much higher than were necessary 
to adequately protect American capital and labor, and in one in
stance at least, which I shall later point out, no duty whatever 
should have been imposed. The article should have remained on 
the free list. where it had been from the foundation of the Gov
ernment, except for a period of about thirty years between 1842 
and 1872. I refer to the tariff on hides of cattle, which, so far as 
concerns both the manufacturer and workman of the United 
States, are and always must be classed as raw material. During 
this great outburst of generosity on the part of Congress toward 
the people of Cuba I propose to test Congressional magnanimity 
toward good, plain, honest, everyday American citizens by coup
ling with our gift to Cuba a wee, little, tiny crumb of comfort to 
our own people, which is embodied in an amendment to the pend
ing bill which at the proper time I shall offer and which I now 
send to the desk to be read by the Clerk. 

The Cle1·k read as follows: 
Add a new paragraph-
" SEc. 2. That on and after the passage of this act the raw or uncured 

hides of cattle, whether the same be dry, salted, or pickled, shall, when im
ported, be exempt from duty. 

"Paragraph 4i:l7, Schedule N, of the act entitled 'An act to provide revenue 
for the Government and to encourage the industries of the United States,' 
approved July 24,1897, is hereby repealed." 

Mr. ROBERTS. When the bill now under consideration and 
discussion by the committee came before the House a week ago 
last Tuesday, on the motion of the gentleman from New York 
[1\f . PAYNE], chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
the Speaker of this House twice ruled that it was a bill affecting 
the revenues, and as such gained its privileged status. I assume 
the chairman of this committee, himself a sound and able parlia
mentarian, will follow the precedent established by our distin
guished and learned Speaker, whose knowledge of parliamentary 
law and procedure is second to that of none of his illustrious 
predecessors, and if called upon to rule on that question will rule 
that, this being a bill affecting the revenues, any amendment that 
affects the revenues will be in order. Upon this assumption I 
shall address the remainder of my remarks to reasons why the 
amendment I shall offer later should be adopted. 

A little history as to the tariff on hides may not be out of place 
at this point. Fmm the foundation of the Government down to 
the year 1842 no one ever thought of placing a duty on hides. In 
that year, by reason of a deficit in the Treasury, brought about 
by Executive veto of two tariff bills, it became necessary to raise 
money to cover that deficit, and so for the first time hides were 
taxed the enormous rate of 5 per cent ad valorem. That tax re
mained until 1857, when it was r educed to 4 per cent, and it con
tinued at 4 per cent until March, 1861, when it was restored to 
5 per cent. Six months later, in ,August, 1861, when it became 
necessary to raise money to carry on our great civil war, the duty 
was increased to 10 per cent ad valorem. That was a time when 
everything in sight was taxed~ and when light and air would have 
been taxed could they have been measured or their value computed. 

The duty remained at 10 per cent from 1861, owing to the exi
gencies of the Government, until 1872, when hides were again 
placed on the free list. 

There were many tariff revisions subsequent to that of 1872, 
among them the McKinley bill, wpich had protection for its corner 
stone, but in none of those bills was a penny of tariff levied on hides. 

In 1897 it was proposed to once more tax hides and every other 
description of skins except fiir skins 25 per cent ad valorem; but 
when the smoke of battle had cleared away it was discovered that 
all other. skins had escaped the Dingley drag net except hides of 
cattle, and they were entangled in its meshes with a duty of 15 
per cent ad valorem-a duty three times greater than when the 
corm try needed money to make up a deficit in the Treasury, and 

50 per cent greater than when the country was resoi·ting to every 
expedient to raise money to carry on our great civil war. · 

Prior to 1897 hides and every description of skins had been on 
the free list seventy-eight years in all, and for about thirty years 
has been taxed from 4 to 10 per cent. When taxed at all, hides 
and all manner of skins were taxed equally. The tax bore on all 
alike. There was no discrimination. The Dingley bill was the 
first legislation in the history of the United States to make a dis
tinction between hides of cattle and hides of other animals, tax
ing the former and leaving the latter on the free list where all 
should have been left. Why was this unjust discrimination made? 
Was it to produce revenue? Let us see. Under the operations of 
this bill there have been imported into the United States in the 
last four years hides and skins to the value of $185,212,686. Of 
this amount $123,910,121 or over two-thirds in value came in free of 
duty, leaving 61,300,565 upon which a 15 per cent tariff was levied. 

Clearly hides of cattle were not singled out for their revenue
producing capacity. Was it to protect the American producer 
of hides and skins? If so, why was not the American producer 
of goatskins, sheepskins, calfskins, pigskins, horsehides, and every 
other kind of skins taken under the mantle of protection that 
was thrown around the producer of cattle hides? Perhaps the 
production of hides of cattle was thought to be an infant in
dustry or one that was struggling to get along and needed the 
fostering care of a high tariff rate. Let us examine that propo3i
tion for a moment. Taking the period of 1893 to 1900, both in
clusive, we find upon examination o the official report of the 
secretary of the Union Stock Yard at Chicago that native steers 
brought the highest price during those eight years, in December, 
1899, when they sold for $7.40 per hundredweight on the hoof, and 
during that same month green salted hides sold at 14 cents per 
pound, the top-notch price for that eight-year period. Assuming 
the average weight of a steer to be 1,500 pOlmds, the animal was 
then worth$t11. Assuming its hide to weigh 100 pounds that was 
worth $14, or a trifle less than one-eighth of the market price of 
the steer. 

Take another instance: In June, 1894, when steers, live weight, 
brought but $5 per hundred pounds and hides {)tcentsperpound. 
At these figures a 1,500-pmmd steer was worth $75 and his hide 
$5.25, or less than one-fifteenth of the entire value of the animal. 

These figures not only refute any contention that the produc
tion of cattle hides is an industry which needB and should have 
protection, but they prove most clearly and convincingly that 
hides of cattle are a by-product of the beef business, and being a 
by-product are not entitled to any measure of protection what
ever. It is no part or parcel of the true policy of protection to 
protect the by-products of an established industry, especially 
when that industry is already amply protected from foreign com
petition. Then why enhance the price by a tariff, and thus tax 
our people on an article the production of which is not an in· 
dustry but must always remain a mere side issue, and incident 
of a vast business that is already so heavily protected it can sell 
its wares to aliens across the sea cheaper than to our own people? 

When the Dingley bill was being framed it was vigo1·ously con
tended that the proposed tariff on hides was in the interest of and 
would benefit the farmer and stock raiser, and upon that theory, 
and that alone, the tax was imposed. If that contention had been 
true when it was made, or had it proven to be true tmder the 
operations of the bill, there would be some foundation for there
tention of the tariff. 

That it was thought to be true when the bill was under discus
sion I shall not dispute, but I most emphatically deny that the 
farmer or stockman, except in two contingencies, to which I shall 
refer, receives one iota of benefit from this tariff. 

Cattle are not raised in this country for their hides. Every 
schoolboy knows that. They never have been, and never will be, 
raised for that purpose, but must always be raised solely because 
of their value as a food product. A tariff which might add $1.50 
or $2 to the value of a hide, which is but a fifteenth of the mar
ket price of the animal, is no more incentive to the production of 
hides than is the rising and setting of the sun. To increase the 
output of hides it would be necessary to impose a tariff high 
enough to make the hide the principal element of value and the 
meat a by-product. Then, and then only, would the hide indus
try be stimulated and cattle be raised for their hides. 

The farmer and the stockman sell their beeves at live weight, 
or "on the hoof," as it is termed in the trade. If the hide was 
an element in determining the price to be paid for beef animals, 
there would be some relation between the market prices of steers 
on the hoof and hides. When the price of steers went up the 
price of hides would advance also, and in proportion as is the 
weight of the hide to that of the live animal. When the price of 
steers went down the price of hides would take a relative drop. 
But examination of the quotations before referred to, which are 
tabulated by months and which I shall incorporate in my remarks 
without reading in detail, discloses the contrary to be the case. 

• 
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Nativ.e Native 
steers per hi~ Date. 
100pounds. p~r 

1893. 
.Jan:oary - --------- ------ ---------- -- ---·-- -------------

t:~~~~~=-= ===~~ = ===== = =====~===-:-====== == == ~==~ = ==~ :::: 
~~~=~=~==== ==== = ===== ====== ========== ==========~===== ' June _____ ____ ------_ ..... _____________ ______ _ .---- ___ _ 
July----------------------------------------------------
Au~st. ______ ------. _________________ . _____ . -----.-----
Reptember , _________ . ______ ... _______ ____________ ------
October---~---- _____ _______________ ________ ----- -- _. __ _ 
November. _____ ... __ . ________________________________ _ 
December _____ .. ________ ___ __ ___________ . ____________ _ 

$6.00 
6.15 
6.15 
6.00 
.().35 
6 . .00 , 

5.~! 5 . . 
5il0 
'.00 
6.35 
6.75 

Cents. 
9 
9 
82-
8 
7t • 

~ 
&J: 
6t 
7j-
7t 
7 

A\erag.e --·m··--------------------------------- 6.{}2 1 7.5S 
18U. I===S-5==. 65==_=:,==== 

av~~~=====~=~===~=~===:==~=====~==~~~=:=~~~===~==== ~:~ 8i 
e:-:=~~~=================~====~====-=~===== ===========~ ~ ~ ~ .July---------------------------------------------------- 5.05 6 
Augu.st _____________ --------------- _ ----- ____ ------ ---- 5. 85 6! 
Sep!;ember. ------ _______ ·-------- -----· ------ ___ _ __ ____ 6. 4.S 71-0 tober __ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ ____ _ _____ _ _____ ______ 6.'30 71-
November _________ ------ __________________________ .___ 6. 4-'i 7t 
Dec...omber ----- ---- - -- ----- -------------- - ____ ---·-- ____ 6.63 8 

1----------:--------
Averago --------·------------------------------·-- 5.60 I 6.56 

1w.m. !========:======= 

~~~~======== ===~=~~=== ==~=== ===~=============~==== l ~ ll 
~!:~-:======= ==~~ ==·=======~== ==:====:=~=~=~~=========== g: ~ w July-------------------------------------·-------------- 5. 85 l3t August..________________________________________________ 5. g5 12 
Septemrer _ __ __ ____ _ _____ ____ ____ ________ ____ ____ _ _____ 6. 00 12 

October--·--------------------------- ____ ----------____ 5. 50 lit 
Nov.ember _____ ---------------------------------------- 4. 00 9 Deeember. _____________ . _____ -------------- ____ ____ ____ 5. 50 8t 

Average __ .. __ . ___ . ___ .. ___ . _. __ . ______________ __ f------5-. 8-l-~:-----1-0-. 42-

1600. ~=========:'====== 

~~ilr~!i.y· ~::::::::::::=::::::::::::============~===== = t f8 ~t 
Mareh --- - -- ______ . _____ -------------------------------- 4. 'i'O 8t 

~~====== ====== ======: ======================: ========= !: ~ 6i June ____________ ------------ ____________ ---------------- 4.. C5 Bt
9 July-------------------------------------------------·-- 4.60 

Au~-----------------·------------------------------·- ._00 7t 

~~~t:?~-
1

~= ~~=:====~========= ==~~===== ================~ g: ~ 1~ NovemlJer ...... ---.--- .. ,. _. ---- ________ ..... ___ . --- -- 5. 45 lOt 
December------------ __ .. ------ --------------- ------- -- 6. 25 1 9t 

Average _______________ ___ ______ '-~---------------- ~ -------5-.00-1:-----8.-7-5 
1897. Janua-ry ______________________________ ------ ___________ _ 

t_e;~~a_r_:_ = == :·.= =: = ==== =:: = == ==: =: = ==~ ::::====== =: =: = ::: 
~~il-= = == === = ::::·_ =~== =~== ======= ~ ==== ====~~ == =~ ==== ==== June._--------- _____ --~-- ___ . ___ ____ ___ .------ -· ____ ___ _ July ___________________________ ._. _____________________ _ 
August .. __ --------·-----~--- ____ . ______ ------------ ___ _ 

~~lfo~b-~1~=====·======== ====== =·-==== ==== ==== ==== ==~===== November. ____ --------------------------------------~-
De~emb~r ... _________________ -------- ____ --------------

5.50 
5.40 
5.65 
5.40 
5.40 
5.30 
5.15 
5.50 
5.'75 
5.50 
5.60 
5.65 

9t 
9} 
9t 
9t 
9t 

]0 
10! 
10.t 
llt 
lit 
lit 
11 

10.20 Average ______________________ ------ .... ------------ 5. 48 I 
1 98. !=====:===== 

~~~~i = = = :: = = ::: = === == = = === ~ == ~: = === = ~:==== =~ ::: ~==~ t t1 March _______ ------.------------- __ ---- •..•.. . ----- ____ 5.70 

~~= ====:= ====== =====~===~=======~=~= ===== ===~== = ===== g: ~ 
June ---------------------------------------------. ----~ 5. 50 

t~~k~:~===~~=~~~=~~=======~~~=====~~====~==~===~=== g:~ tober ________ ---- ---·-- -------------- ____ ----------- - 5.00 
November--------------------------------------------- 5. 80 
Decemb r ------------------------------- ·-------- ----- 5.1J.J 

lli
lli 
11 
lit 
12t 
13 
12+ 
12 
12 
1li 
lit 
llt 

Date. 

1000. 
January -----------------------------------------------Febr-G.acy _______________ . _________ ___________ _ ----- ___ _ 

l'l4"...areh ____ --~--- ----------- --------------------- --------

~~~ ===== === === :::: ===== :: ============= === =: ===== = ====: 
June . -------------------------- ------•- ---------- ------

i~:us~ ~=== ~~==== ::::: ~===== :::::::: ===: :::::: ===== :::: 
~~~~~==========--====~= ====== ========== :::: ==== :::: November_------ ____ -------------- ____ ----------------
December. _______ ----------------------------_---------

Average _____________ ------ ______ __ -------- _ -----

DuTing the eight years covered by this table there is hardly an 
exception to the rule that hides were falling when steers on the 
hoof were advancing, and when the market price of steers was 
falling the price of hides was auvancing, proving conclusively 
that the hide was not a factor in fixing the price of the animal. 
And if the hide does not increa o the price of the steer, it is abso
lutely certain the tariff on the hide does not benefit the man who 
selLq the steer but does inure to the benefit of the man who sells 
the hide af-ter it is taken from the steer, and to him alone. 

The farmer who loses a beeve by sickness or who slaughters one 
for food can sell the skin for a price 15 per cent more than he 
could get if there was no tariff on hides. The stockman losing a 
few st-eers by blizzards or other causes, if he can find and skin the 
bodie , gets the benefit ofthe tariff on hides, and these, I reiterate, 
are the only instances where the farmer or stockman receives any 
benefit, direct or indirect, from that tariff. If anyone believes the 
hide on a steru: irUluences the market price of the animal, let him 
ponder on these figures. The·prices I quote are for steers live 
weight per hundTed pounds and for hides per single pound. 

Date. 

1893. 
January ---·-- -------- __ ------------------------------
April ... _.-- •. -----------------------------------------
June . _ -------------------------------------------------

1895. 
June -------------- _________ ,. ___ ___________ -------- ___ _ 
September.,---------------- ----- ________ --------------

1899. 
July------------------------------------ ----------------

1900. 

~~b'er ~==:: === = === :::::·_ == ~==--==~~====: = =~===== ::~~== November ______________ .-------- ____ ------ ____ --------

Steers per-
100 pounds. 

$6.00 
6.00 
6.00 

6.00 
6.00 

6.00 

6.00 
6.00 
6.00 

Hides~er 
poun . 

Cents. 
9 
8 
Gl 

13 
12 

12} 

lOi 
llf-
13 

Here are nine instances-five before the Dingley tariff law with 
hides on the free list, and four sub equent to the passage of that 
law, which taxed hides 15 per cent ad valorem-when steers in 
each case were $6 per 100 pounds on the hoof,-and the price of 
hides ranged from 6-i to 13 cents per pound. 

Once before the Dingley law, in June, 1895, and once after it, 
in November, 1900, with steers at $6, the price af hides was the 
same, to wit, 13 cents per ponnd. Let us select a few cases 
where the price of hides was the same and see what relation that 
bore to the price of liYe steers. 

Date. 
Hides per Live steers 

pound. per 100 
pounds. 

lB95 Oents. 
May .. ------ .... ----------------.----- _ ----------- _ _____ 12t $G.l5 

1898. 
July-------------------------·-------------------------- 12t 5.65 

Average--------------------------~-------------- 5.66 1 1L80 M 
1899

· 

1800. !=====:===== Jcl.~=~============================~===================== 
12i-
12t 
l2t 

5.05 
6.00 
6.45 January . ·--- -- ---- ... --- •..•.• -------- .• ----- -- · -- ____ 3. 00 1lt August_----~----------~-~------------------------------

February---------------------------------------------- 6. 25 llt 
r reh __________ - ----- ---------------------- --- --------- 5. 90 lit 

A-priL-------- ----- ----------------------------- -- ------ 5.60 12 
Mcy ---------- --------- --------------------- -- ...• ---·-- 5.-65 12! 
June _------------ ----- ------------- ________ --------~-- 5. 75 12r 
Ju1.y ____ -- ---- ---•------ -------------------------------- 6.00 12t 
August ____ ---- ---- ------------------ ------- ------- -- ·- 6. 45 12-! 

~~~~~~~~ ==: = :::=====~===~:::::: ==== ============ = ::::: V~J ~} 
November ___ ____ ---·---------------------·-----~------ 7.00 1do 
V cember -----·-------------------------·------------- 7.4.0 14 

1--~-------------
Averago ----·-·---------------------------------- 6.36 1 !====:====== 

12.60 

XXXV-267 

lllOO. 
Marcb .• -- ... -·---- -- - ------- .. ------------------------- 6.10 

Here are six instances, one before and five since the Dingley bill, 
when hides were 12-t cents per pound, and in only two cases
July., 189 , and ~May, 1899, both under the operations of that law
was the price of steers the same. 
. In the light of these facts, will anyone seriously contend that 
the hide is any appreciable factor in fixing the price the farmer 
or cattle raiser will get for his beeves? And having these tables 

. 

l 
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in mind, who can be deceived further by the contention that the 
tariff on hides benefits the farmer or the stockman of the West? 

If the inutility of this tariff as a revenue producer or as a pro
tection to American farmers were all that could be alleged against 
it, these rea ons alone would warrant its immediate repeal. Un
foitun::ttely for the country these are but minor and t1-ivial evils 
compared with the great wrong and injn tice that is being perpe
trated upon the people by this ta1-iff on hides. Two great indus
tries-leather and boots and shoes-and every man, woman, and 
child in the United States wearing shoes are directly affected by 
it, and its burden fall heaviest upon those the least able to bear 
it, as I shall later demonstrate. That the committee may realize 
the mag-nitude of the financial interests and the number of work
ing people affected, I beg to submit a few statistics obtained 

.from a preliminary report of the Twelfth Census: 

Number of establishments ______ _ 
Capital ______ ------------ _________ _ 
Wage-earners, average numb3r _ 
Miscellaneous expenses __________ _ 
Total expenses ______ ---·-------- __ 
Amount paid for contract work_ 
Cost of materials used ___ : __ - -----
Total value of products _________ _ 
Bootsandshoes formen,youths, 

and boys: 
Number of pairs-------------
Val"G.e------------------------- -

Boots and shoes for women, 
niisses, and children: 

Number of paii·s---·--- - ----- -
Value __________ -- -·-- ---- --·---

Slippers for men, youths, and 
b oys: 

Numhur of paii'S _______ --·-- __ 
Value ______ ------ ________ _____ _ 

Slippers, oxfords, and low cuts 
for women, misses, and chil
dren: Number ofpai.I'S _____________ _ 

Va.lu9 _________________________ _ 
All other products ______ ----------

Boots and I Leathel·, ITotalleather 
shoes factory t~nned, em·- and boots 
product, 1900. I"le~b.~flin- and shoes. 

89,123,318 
$129 505, 235 

107 415 R55 
·112: 823: 914 

4 45~ 965 
$2'812;213 

1,306 
$173,977,421 

52,109 
$7,023,416 

$2'2, 591,091 

$155,603,004 
$204, 038, 127 

2,906 
$275, 'i72, eM 

195,031 
$17,789,818 
$81, 766,97 4 

$325, "07' ().')~ 
$4ti5, 066,707 

These statistics rel.ate only to the production of tanned, curried, 
and ~ished leather and the factory product of boots and shoeE, 
and do not include belting and hose leather, leather goods, t::unks, 
valises, pocketbooks, saddlery, harnesses gloves, and mittens, or 
cut stock, uppers and custom work, and boot an.d shoe findings 
in the latter industTy. In the single State of Massachusetts, 
where I have been able to get the figures, these items of them
selves represent 929 establishments with $11,173,082 of capital, 
giving employment to 9,312 persons, paying annual wages amount
ing to $3,881,916 and producing goods valued at $31,242,391. 
These figures, I repeat, relate only to side issues of the leather 
and boot and shoe industries in a single State. 
· To keep the thousands of establishments, with their hundreds 
of thousands of operatives, employed we must have hides, and the 
domestic supply is wholly inadequate to meet the demands, either 
as to quantity or quality. The domestic green-salted hide can 
not, in many instances take the place of the foreign dry hide, 
even were the annual output sufficient for that purpose; and the 
leather men ar~ forced in consequence to import enormous quan
tities of the latter-in some years as high as 163,000,000 pounds. 
The duty on hides not only increases the cost of these hides by 15 
per cent, but it also adds that same percentage of cost to every 
domestic hide. One of three things must naturally follow: Either 

· the profits of the manufacturer are reduced, the wage-earning 
power of the employee curtailed, or the cost of the manufactured 
product is enhanced to the consumer. 

So far as the boot and shoe indu try is concerned I am con
vinced all thTee of these results have followed, and with the ex
ception of the tanners and their employees I think the same is 
true of the leather industry. From the statistics before quoted 
it will be seen that our factories tmn out annually 213,652,014 
pairs of boots, shoes, and slippeTs. One might think it would 
keep the 1, 600 establishments enga~ed in this business pretty bus.y 
during the twelve months. Such rs not the case, however. This 
entii·e output, vast as it is, can be turned out according to the es
timate of experts , in from six to eight months, if the factories 
were to run full time. With this four or six months of enforced 
idleness for plant and operative fully employed, it is axiomatic 
that the employer would make greater profit and the employee 
receive more wages. 

Can this be done? I answer, emphatically, yes. Remove the 
tariff handicap now restraining our shoe manufactm·ers in the 

· race for the world's markets and they will soon gain enough for
eign trade to keep their factories busy the year round. This will 
largely increase the wages of the shoe operatives, giving them 

more money to spend, and so making them larger consumers of 
the products of other industries, while at the same time it will 
give a direct and perceptible benefit to the farmer and stock raiser 
in creating a greater demand and therefore a more steady market 
for the hides he produces. 

A moment ago I spoke of the tariff on hides being a handicap 
on the shoe manufacturer when see1..-ing foreign markets. It is a 
handicap and a se1-ious one in a business where the net profit is 
figured in pennies per pair as it is in the boot and shoe industry. 
The Dingley bill provides a rebate of the tal'iff if the imported 
hide after being tanned is subsequently exported. That is a good 
thing for the tanners, as it gives American labor the benefit of 
the wages for tanning, but a repeal of the tariff would in no wi e 
affect the tanners. Just as many hides would be tanned under 
free entry as under a duty. 

The tariff is disastrous. however, to the shoe man who seeks to 
export his product, for it increases the cost 15 per cent of all 
leather made from cattle hides which enters into the make-up of 
his goods. It is disastrous in another way. The tanner of foreign 
hides in this country, by virtue of the drawback clause, can sell 
leather to the foreign shoe manufacturer at from 10 to 12 :per cent 
less, according to the amount of freight charges he must pay, 
than he can to the American, who must compete with that for
eign manufactm·er in the world's markets. In 1900 we exported 
boots and shoes to the value of $4,274,174-amere dl·op, however, 
in the total output of our factories, and an infinite imally small 
per cent of their capacity. This has been done by American per
severance, pluck, and enterprise despite the higher co~t of 
materials to our manufacturers. 

Give us somewhere near an equal show with the foreigner in the 
cost of leather and the superior skill of American labor will soon 
place in all the mar·kets of Europe a shoe that can not be sm·
passed in the world for beauty, finish, and durability. 

Some one may say," Does not the drawback apply to the im
ported leather that goes into the exported shoe?" Oh, yes; but 
all exported shoes are not made from imported leather. They 
may b3, and doubtless are, made partly from imported and partly 
from domestic leather. As there are from 15 to 25 parts or pieces 
in a shoe. it is absolutely impossible in pmctice to keep track of 
the leather from which the shoe is made, for the purpose of get
ting the drawback on that which was imported. So the drawback 
feature is of no benefit to the manufacturer, but must always 
remain a detriment, as long as the duty remains on hides, inas
much as it is in practical effect that much protection to the for
eign manufacturer. Not only is this tl:ue of the boot and shoe 
industry, but also of the belting, trunk, saddle, and harness men 
who are seeking a foreign outlet for their wares. 

Whoever thought the Dingley tariff law would ever operate to 
protect a foreign manufacturer against the competition of his 
American rival? Let the champions of the "let-well-enough
alone" policy on this floor ponder on that feature of their sacred 
ultra high-tariff schedules, and see if their better judgment does 
not tell them the time is now at hand when the hide schedule 
should be revised in the interest of American manufacturers and 
Amel-ican wage earners and no longer kept on the statute books 
to protect our foreign rivals. 

There is another feature of this tariff on hides not yet touched 
upon-that is, its effect upon the American consumer, the general 
public, who buy the two hundred and odd millions of paii·s of 
shoes we make each year. I stated .some time ago this tariff 
bore the heaviest on those the least able to stand it. 

Careful and conservative estimates of the added cost by reason 
of the tariff have been made, nd these show the increased cost, 
solely because of the tariff, to be from 2 cents per pair on women's 
and men's high-grade shoes, up to 12 and 15 cents per pail· on the 
coarsest, heaviest grades worn by workingmen and farmers, the 
cost increasing in the proportion of heavy leather in the boot m· 
shoe. If the operation of a tariff schedule makes any di ci·imina
tion in the burden it imposes, it should be in favor of those who 
have the least means rather than in favor of the rich. Yet here 
is a case where the rich man, who can buy shoes of the finest 
grade, having in them the minimum of duty-affected leather pay 
less duty increase per pair, although he may pay five or ten or 
fifteen times more for the shoes, than does the man who e nec2s
sities and pm·se compel him to purchase the coarser grades. 

A gentleman's shoe costing, say, $.3 or $10 will have in it leather 
which has been increased in price by the tariff probably about 4 
or 5 cents. The purchaser of that shoe contdbutes to '' the big 
six," familiarly known as the beef trust, for that is the sponge 
which is absorbing this 15 per cent tariff, and not the stock raiser 
or farmer, about 1 cent on each dollar expended. · 

I have been told by one claiming to know that the heavy, coarse 
shoes worn by workmen in the rolling mills at Pittsburg sold for 
$1 pe1· pair before the Dingley bill. They are made entii·ely of 
leather affected by the tariff, and now sell for $1.15 per pair. 
The iron worker contributes to the trust almost 15 cents on each 
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dollar invested in shoes, and recently the trust, thinking it was 
not being fairly treated by the public, has shoved up the -price of 
beef, and is now wringing from rich and poor alike some 2 to 5 
cents additional on each pound of beef it sells, How long, think 
you, "Mr. Let-well-enough-alone," will the American people 
stand a tariff schedule operating in this manner and enriching no 
one but the beef trust? Is it not better to remedy that injustice 
now rather than to wait until they are so thoroughly exasperated 
theywill risein their might and sweep the wholeprotectivefabric 
out of existence? 

I have said heretofore the farmer gets no benefit from this tariff 
on hides; but admitting for argument the whole 15 per cent goes 
directly into his pocket and gives him that much m ore for every 
beeve he sells, is he as well off under the tariff as he would be 
under free entry of hides? If every farmer in the UniteiL States 
sells annually one beef animal, for which he gets the full benefit 
of the tariff on hides, he will have about 1.50 to carry to the 
credit side of his ledger. Then let him figure out and carry to 
the ebit side the added cost of the boots he buys for himself, his 
wif , and children, the harness and saddles he must purchase, 
and all other manufactures of leather he uses , and it will not 
take him very long to see that his account does not balance. 
There is altogether too much on the debit side, and he finds that 
every dollar of protection he is getting on hides is costing him 
not less than $3 to obtain. 
· In this connection I wi h to 1·ead an extract from a letter sent 

to a member of this body by a constituent: 
The farmers of Minnesota average to kill one beef "critter" annually. 

The rluty of 15 per cent adds to the value of the hide at present market price 
about 60 cents. The farmer, on an averaae, consumes anuually about $i0 
worth of shoes and harness, at an increased' cost of about 8 p ar cent, o"r $!l.60. 
So you can see how much benefit he receives when he has to pay S5.60 ta 
make 60 cents. The tanner, shoe manufacturer, and harness maker require 
more capital to run their bu>tiness, so they don't want it. The farmer don't 
want it, the laborer don't want it, you don't want it-; nobody but the packer 
wants it, so let's repeal and no longer handicap one of the great industries of 
the country. 

This sort of protection, if applied to all the needs of the farmer, 
would soon land him in the poorhouse. When he realizes how 
the hide tariff is working and finds that his share of profits under 
it is purely theoretical, that he is getting the shadow and not the 
substance, and he is beginning to realize it, how much longer will 
he submit to the exactions of the beef trust? 

Mr. Chairman, in whatever aspect this tariff on hides may be 
viewed, it is a delusion, a snare, and a fraud upon the American 
people. I say this not as a free trader or tariff reformer, but as 
a protectionist who wants to see the true policy of protection up
held and sustained to the end, that it may continue to be the 
mainspring of our national progress and prosperity. Such per
version of a sound and wise economic policy as is shown by the 
impo5ition and continuance of this tariff on hides can but serve 
to shatter the faith of the people in protection and bring the whole 
structure down in ruins about our heads. 

In this connection, 1\fr. Chairman, I send to the desk and ask to 
have read a letter wTitten twelve years ago. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
W .ASHINGTON, Ap1•iltO, 1890. 

DEAR MR. McKINLEY: It is a great mistake to take hides from the free 
list, where they have been for so many years. It is a. slap in the face to the 
South Americans with whom w e are trying to enlarge our trade. It will 
benefit the farmer by adding 5 to 8 p er cent to the price of his children's shoes. 
It will yield a profit to the butcher only-the last man that needs it. The 
movement is injudicious from lJeginning to end, in every form and phase. 
Pray stop it before it sees light. Such m ovements as. this for protection will 
protect the Republican party into a speedy retirement. 

Yours, hastily, 
JAMES G. BLAINE. 

Hon. WILLIAM McKINLEY, 
Chairma11. Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. ROBERTS. No better or more concise epitome of the 
argument against a tariff on hides has ever been made. Every 
word and every line of it are as true to-day as whon penned. I 
believe that letter prevented the pla.cing of a duty on hides in the 
McKinley bill. William McKinley had the wisdom to see the in
justice of such a tariff and the moral strength to resist the enor
mous pressure for its imposition. Let us profit by his wisdom, 
the profoundness of which has been amply demonstrated by the 
experience of the last five years, and, emulating his moral cour
age and grandeur, strike off fTom the statute books this useless 
and unjust tariff. Let us relieve the farmers and laborers of an 
unnecessary burden and give to the American manufacturer of 
shoes and leather goods a fair field with manufacturers of other 
wares in the grand struggle for foreign markets which all are so 
gallantly making. Let us restore to the beneficent policy of pro
tection its true meaning and just pm'Poses. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 

[Mr. BARTLETT addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PAT-

TERSON] is recognized for forty minutes. 
· Mr. PATTERSON of ':(ennessee. Mr. Chairman, the only ob-

jection I have to the pending measure is that the proposed re
duction on Cuban sugar is entirely inadequate, but,'if it is all 
that can be obtained, it is still in keeping with the Democratic 
policy of tariff revision, no matter from what source this partic
ular bill may come, or who may approve or oppose it. 

As a special measure of relief to Cuba it should be passed. 
though it is at most but a partial fulfillment of the great moral 
obligation which we have as umed toward the people of that 
island. When amendments shall be proposed granting still 
further concessions they shall receive my suppor~, and I should 
be willing to go to the limit of reduction not only on Cuban 
sugar, but the raw and refined sugar of the world, and thereby 
lower the price of this necessary of life to the great body of 
American consumers who a-sk no protective legislation, but only 
the right to buy at the same competitive prices at which they are 
compelled to sell the products of their toil. 

If I believed in protection for its own sake, and regarded a 
tariff schedule as a sacred thing not to be profaned by the unholy 
hand of revision, as many of our Republican fTiends profess to 
believe, I would stand with the beet-sugar industries of the North
west and oppose this measure. But denying, as I do, the theory 
and practice of protection, believing its present manifestation to be 
a menace to healthy trade, and that it has fostered the mo t un
just and iniquitous system of industrial trusts ever devised by 
the cupidity of man, I shall stand with the gTeat majority of my 
fellow-Democrats who believe that they see in the divisions of 
the other side of the Chamber the first apparent sign that the 
heavy load of unfair taxation will be lifted from the straining 
back of the patient consumer. The spectacle of the stall-fed 
sugar trust and the infant beet industry, whose lungsoand capac
ity to kick at least are well developed, both offshoots of protec
tim:l, calling each other hard names and filling the atmosphe1·e 
with direful threats of retaliation, if not dignified, is at least a 
matter of congratulation to those who would escape from the 
hard conditions imposed by the protective-tariff system; for out 
of this confusion and division the man on the farm and the great 
mass of unprotected Americans may find a way to buy more 
cheaply, and lessen the present high cost of comfortable living. 

As a Democrat, I believe that neither cane sugar nor beet sugar 
should have any more protection than cotton or corn,-or any 
other product of the farm and that every particle of protection 
should be taken off the necessaries of life. 

I h pe the American people will see in the scenes enacted on 
this floor a justification as well as a good reason for returning to 
the true principles of taxation, not to be used as a means of en
riching the few at the expense of the many or of fleecing from 
the people, under the old and stale pretense of encouraging infant 
industries, but as the most important function of government to 
be wisely, honestly, and fairly administered for the benefit of all 
and for the exclusive use of none. 

Thew hole system of protection was wrong from the beginning. 
As a policy of Government it has rarely if ever found favor with 
any student of economics, but has been almost universally con
demned, a:nd has only been tolerated by the patience of the 
people and sustained by the gTeed of its favorites. It has always 
operated to increase the cost of living to the masses and to put 
that increase into the pockets of the classes. If ever tolerable, it 
was in the earlier days when the rates of duty were not half so 
high as at present and when it seemed necessary to stimulate 
manufacturing industries in a country almost wholly agricul~ 
tural. · 

These industries would have grown without protection, and 
probably in a healthier and more uniform way, and the wealth of 
the country have been more evenly distributed; but the farmer 
who has sold in the open market of the world has been forced 
to buy in protected markets. and the result has been t:Q.at no mat
ter how rich or productive his land or how arduous or intelligent 
his labor, he can make no more than a competency at best . and 
must forego the luxuries and too often the conveniences and ne
cessities of modern life. So we have from decade to decade and 
year to year seen the wealth of the country absorbed to an ab
normal degree by the manufactm-ing classes. 

The second step in the industrial evolution came when combi
nations and alliances were formed to prevent prices from falling 
to their natural level and to reap the full advantage of tariff 
duties imposed for their assumed protection. 

The third and most intolerable condition of all came when al
lied wealth in the form of trusts demanded and received still 
greater protection, and then, holding the home consumer at their 
mercy, began to export and sell their manufa.ctured products to 
foreigners at less cost than to Ame1-icans. 

This odious condition of affairs has been made possible by the 
system of misnamed protection, which fleeces the home con
sumer who pays the tariff duties and gives to the alien a benefit 
denied to our own people. A system so constructed as to de
mand and receive the highest p1-ice at home and the lowest price 
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abroad for its manufactw'ed products is one which can neither be 
approved in fair business dealings nor in sound morals . 

The first time that the attention of the public was called to the 
enormity of this evil was in 1890, when the tariff l'eform commit
tee of the Reform Club published a pamphlet entitled "Protec
tion's Home -:Market." In this pamphlet we find quoted the do
mestic and export prices of numerous agricultw'al implements 
and tools , of kitchen utensils and household goods, carpenters' 
tools, hardware, etc. The domestic prices usually exceeded the 
foreign prices from 10 to 25 per cent, but the difference reached 
100 per cent in some cases. A few of the articles and prices are 
found in the following table: 

Articles. 

Cultivators------ ............ ______ . _________ .. ·--- __ ... . 
Plows.-···------- --·-- · ___ -------· . ------ .. ------ ... -·---
lf!ttle£!_'_':_~_~·_-_-_-_-_~·_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_~~-_-_-_-_-_-_-_:-.-.~~~-~~~~-~~~ 

~~~ =e-~·:_~::::=:==::=::;:=~;_.-~-=~~=~~~~~;~;rl~== 
Barbed wire ___________ ................ per 100 pounds .. 
Rivets ........ _______ . _________ . _____________ - ..... do .. .. 
Typewriters .... . ____ .. _____ ............. ____ .......... .. 
Sewing machines: 

Fine .. ______ .......... ______________ .... ____ .... _-----
Medium .. __________ ------ --------·. --·-- ........ ----Cheap .. ______ •• ____ . ___________ ----·-. _____________ __ 

Domestic 
price. 

$11.00 
14.00 
8.25 
1.40 
2.25 

15. 00 
.17 

3.00 
10.00 

100.00 

2'7. 50 
22.00 
18.00 

Foreign 
price. 

$8.4D 
12.60 
7.20 
.85 

1.85 
12.00 

.14 
2.00 
5.55 

00.00 

20.75 
17.50 
12.00 

In some cases our sewing machinBs have been sold as low as $5 
in the South American market. 

There are·many quotations available from Republican sources, 
admitting, explaining, or attempting to justify the custom of 
charging lower prices for export. Thus the New York Press of 
October 22, 1889, said: 

It is sometimes looked upon as wise to ship g{)ods out of the country at 
cost, rather than break the regular price for which such articles sell in the 
country in which ·t-hey are proauced. 

The A.me1·ican Machinist of September 26, 1889, said: 
Ju.cot why American manufacturers will sell machinery and other goods 

fromlO to 00 per cent cheaper in Europe than theywillsell them to be used at 
home is rather puzzling· but anyone curious in the matter can easily enou~h 
find out that many of them do that. It may be necessary to cut ;prices m 
order to secure trade from a broad, but it is likely to strike the Amer1can p~ 
chaser as b eing a little rough on him. 

The Engineering and Mining Journal of March 15, 1890, com
plained of the system, as follows: 

As soon as an industry has obtained a position where it can more than sup
pi~ our home market and has to send its goods abroad, where they compete 
WJ.th those of foreign manufacturers, it is evident that they are either giving 
the foreigners the benefit of lower rates than they do om.· own people or that 
they are able to get along at home without any protection from foreign manu
facturers. It is not fair that our own 'Jleople should b:e made to pay more 
than foreigners for the products of our own land. 

A letter from Mr. A. B. Farquhar, the head of the great Penn
sylvania Agricultural Works, to the Farmer's Call, of Quincy, 
ill., may be quoted here. In answer to the Call's questions, Mr. 
Farquhar said: 

JULY 00, 1890. 
The fact is that our protective laws area monstrous swindle upon thaagri

cultural community. As a ml!-nufacturer I was incliDE;d to say nothing on 
the subject, for the reason that 1 twas natural to supJ>Ose if anybody was bene
fited it was the manufacturing class, to which I belong. But, as I have ex
plained, the farmer is beinO' destroyed. We are killing the goose for the 
golden egg. And I honestly '"believe now that it is to the interest of the manu
facturersthem.selves to eliminate the protective feature from om· tariff laws. 

Certainly, as our manufactures are sold much lower abroad, we could only 
need protection to get b etter prices from om• customers at home. We do 
manufacture and sell in Canada, South America, and Europe many agricul
tural implements and machfnes, and could we hav~ fi-ee raw ma.teria.land the 
commercial advantages which free trade would g1ve us, Amer1ca would be
come the great manufacturing emporium of the worldi and the farmer, of 
course. would share the prosp~t'ity, since he would have ess to p..'ty for every
thing and get better prices for all he sold. Go on with your good work. 
When the farmer begins to think and rise up against this swindle it is 
doomed. 

In answer to a claim made by the Australasian and South 
American (an export journal), that the lower prices quoted for
eigners were for the wholesale trade only, the New York World 
published the following letter from the Engineering and Mining 
Journal of New York: 

~ ~ai~EERIN"G .AND :MINING JOURNAL, 
New York. A-ugust 26,1890. 

D:EAR SIR: I a.m. obliged to you for the letter ~f AuguSt 25. respecting prc
cee-dings taken in the Senate regarding our "prices current." 

Prices quoted bf us are, a,s you will D;Otiqe, at the hea.d. qf the firs~ column, 
" for export o~y,' and the pnces ~herem g1v~n are the pr1~es at whtch every 
foreign subscriber can buy in this ma.rket. J:t stands to 1eason that orders 
for farm implements arc frequen~ gl\e!l for one o~y. ,If to buy one ma-
chine is retail trade, then these forrugn pr1ees are r etailJ?riCes. . 

Our domestic subsCl'iber s are deual'l'ed from ·the prwes quoted m these 
columns. These special discounts are "fo1· export o~y,'_' and in :rno~·e than 
one instance we J:J.ave lost our ad,ertiser tJu•oug.h publisffi.ng th~e pr1ces. 

I inclose an invoice from S. Allen & Oo.,_ which ~ou will see 1s for one. of 
the ma.chines quoted by us, and .you Will notiCe that 1t confonns ex!tctly With 
our prices as reprihted by you_m t-he Wol·ld, and that the net pnce on the 
billlS exactly as stated by you 1ll the World. 

Your sUl.tement that the foreigner can buy at retail in this market oheapru· 
than the domestic consumer is as indisputable as the daily revolution of the 
earth. We can enumerat-e any number of instances where houses have writ
ten us: "Prices furmshed are for export only, and it would be most injurious 
to us if these figures were circulated in the home market." 

In goin&' through our letters this morning we counted no loss than fifty
eight rece1ved durin.,. the month of Ju1y thanking us for publishing the 
"prices current," as it enabled om· subscribers to keep a check on the prices 
charged them on t-heir indents. 

Yom'S, very truly, 
ENGINEERING AND 1\-flNING JOURNAL. 

After examining the facts, Mr. J. Alex. Lindquist, the author 
of the tariff-reform pamphlet, concludes-
that om· manufacturers take advantage of our tariff to keep the price of 
their goods in our home market not merely much higher than they could do 
if there were no tariff, but much higher than they themsel:ves wotild be able 
and willing to produce and sell the same goods for if they were not protected 
at all, 

And asks the following pertinent question: 
Why should our manufacturers be aided by our laws to charge our citi

zens more for the same goods than they do foreignel'S? 
We find in a Government publication called the " Bm·eau of 

Statistics,'' under undoubted Republican auspices, a large num er 
of valuable statements and confessions. We are informed, for in
stance, that" the progress of work on shipbuilding in the United 
States has been retarded because makers of steel materials re
quire a higher price from the American consumers than from 
the foreign consumers for substantially similar products." Also, 
in addition to this, that "American export plate makers are inter
ested in preventing the establishment of plate manufactw·ing in 
their customm· nations abroad, and to that end bid low enough in 
foreign markets to discourage foreign nations from entering the 
field for producing their own plate at home." The same authority 
contends that this policy is " short-sighted," and shows how it 
has resulted in curtailing the home demand. Up to April, 1900, 
it . " had resulted in a very positive shrinkage in domestic con
sumption. Farmers had ceased to purchase barbed wire for wire 
fences. Retail hardware dealers had complained for months of 
diminished business in nails and wires. Jobbers had gotten in 
the way of doing a hand to mouth business on prices that had ad
vanCBd from $1.35 to $3.20 in the course of a year." The writer 
goes on to say~ 

If steel rails for example, sell at Pittsburg for S35 p er ton for months in 
succession for home consumption, while the foreign consumer is purchasing 
them for $22 to $24 per ton, the domestic market is sure to order no more than 
it is obliged to have for the time being. In thalongrunsuchapolicyisshort
sighted, because it puts an embargo on the expansion of investments in enter· 
prises requiring iron and steel. It arrests constructive projects at home, 
' vhile it stimulates construction abroad. 

Those of our manufacturing interests that are outside of the 
trusts desire most earnestly that this condition of affairs should 
not continue. A good illustration of the way in which they re
gard the matter is afforded by a recent letter to the editor of th.e 
II·on Age, of New York, from Mr. F. A. Wilmot, president of the 
Wilmot & Hobbs Manufacturing Company, of Bridgep rt, Conn., 
a portion of which reads as follows: 

We would suggest that you give due prominence to the position which the 
manufacturing associations in the various cities, 'Particularly along the 
Atlantic seaboard and Canadian border, and especially in New England, are 
taking as regards their present handicap in the cost of raw material, such as 
coal, coke, iron ore, pig Iron,. steel ingots, and billets, and their desire to have 
these commodities placed by Congress immediately on the free list. They 
belie'e that as these materials are produced cheaper in this country than in 
any other portion of the world and are sold abroad at lower prwes than 
along the seaboard and Canadian border, the industries which produce them 
are no longer infant and do not need protection. They believe that protec
tion, so called. is but another term for Government aSSlStance to monopolies 
and trusts. This position the Government, as it now exists, can ill afford to 
assume, nor can it allow the people to feel that it is drifting into such a posi
tion where it is so working hand in hand with gigantic trusts, for when the 
people realize such to b e the condition they will undoubtedly rise in theh' 
might and by their votes change the conditions and the Government which 
p ermits such conditions. * * * It is to be hoped that the Government of 
the United States will appreciate the position and make such changes in 
tariff regulations or duties from time to time as will r e<>ult in putting U'JlOn 
the free list such commodities as do not further need protection on the score 
of their being infant industries. 

This letter and other similar testimony does not indicate that 
the smaller manufactlu·ers would be injured by a reduction of 
tariff duties. 

In May, 1901, less than a year ago, Mr. Charles M. Schwab, the 
president of the steel trust, testifying before the Industrial Com
mission, startled the country by declaring that all kinds of Amer
ican goods were usually sold much lower fo1· export than in the 
home market. In fact, he said that the prices of -everything for 
export were less than for domestic use and consumption, and that 
supplies and materials to be used in products for export were 
usually furnished to manufacturers at special prices, while goods 
to be exported were carried by the railroads at reduced rates. 
Here are some extracts from Mr. Schwab's testimony: 

It is quite true that export prices are made at avery much lower rate than 
those here. * * * J: think you can safely say this, that where large export 
business is done-for example, in the line of iron and st-e~l-nearlyall the p~o
ple from whom supplies are bought for that purpose gJ.ve y~u a good pr1ce 
for the matet'ials that go into ex!}Ort~ railroadS will, iJ?- most msta.nces, ~t:Y 
them.a little cheaper for you, and so on all-down the line. But labor, w1thin 
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my knowledge at least, has never been asked t<? work for a lower price ~cr 
export material, so that labor benefits more by It than almost any other m
terest. * * * 

Q. Is it a fact generally true of all exporters in this country that they do 
sell at lower prices in foreign markets than they do in the home market? 

sustained, as they are, and fostered by the Republican party. 
Who doubts their absolute power in this Congress to prevent a 
change in a single tariff schedule, no matter how unjust or un
necessary it may be? 

When the Republican party and a Republican P1·esident an
nounce their opposition to the trusts, as a proof of sincerity we 
a.'>k for a recommendation from the Executive that all or some of 
the articles selling abroad cheaper than at home be forthwith put 
upon the free list and that a bill be reported from the Ways and 
Means Committee to this effect. And when this Congress shall 

A . Tba t is true; perfectly true. '-' * * 
Mr. Byron W. Holt, of the tariff-reform committee of the New 

York Reform Club, also testified at length on the subject of tar
iffs and trusts before the Industrial Commission. The following 
are extracts from Mr. Holt's testimony in regaTd to export prices: 

Tbe concealment of export prices is probably responsible for. considerable have adJ.O'",......ed, and no+ one of these atiicles shall have been put of the difference between the values of our exports and of our unports, and, ..._.. .u. " 

therefore, for numerous editorials on our "favorable balance of_ trade." . upon the free list, and not one tariff schedule reduced, then the 
Ten years ago it·was comparatively easy to get the export priCes of vari- American people will understand and rightly value these specious 

ous protected articles, even though they were then often from 10 to 30 p er . 
cent below ihe home market prices. To-day, when great trusts control. the pretensions. · · 
prices on most of our exports _it is extremely difficul_t to o~tain export pnces. Mr. Chairman, the question of taxation is vi tal and come di
The editors of trade papers will no longer !&lk on this ~ubJect, and,_as a rule, rectly home to all the people. It affects us all, but most of all 
will not k eep on file foreign excban~ which quote pnoes of certa.ill Amer- the American farmer. I Tepresent, in part, an atrricultural con-ican goods in foreign countries. It IS only now and then that an employee of ~ 
a. trust or of some export bouse can be found who is willing to risk betrayal stituency, as well as a city of large and growing commercial 
and almost certain decapitation if h e talks on this subject. importance, but whose prosperity, in a great measure, depends 

Nearly all of the information on this point which I have obtained during upon the crops produced in the magm'ficent counti,-v which sur-
the last few years has been ~trictly coJ?lidential. In thi~ way I l~ned a few . J 

days ago that tin plate is bemg exteilSlvely offered and ill some illstanceshas rounds it. HeT merchants and her laboring men are realizing 
been sold to manufacturers of cans and packages, to be filled with products more than eveT the crushing power of the modern industrial trust. 
for export at about 1 per box below the price to other manufacturers and Th f h · th l · t tn th il 
consumers'. I am not permitted to mention any names. I also learned last e armer w o In e ear Y sprmg goes ou , rns up e so , 
weeki'rom an entirely reliable source that steel rails were sol<;! some three and plants the seed which he hopes will grow and burst into rich 
months ago to foreigners at less than ~1 per :ton. I could specify the e:x;act fruitage in the fall must depend upon seasons of sunshine and 
price, names of both seller and buyer • ill a1:1 Important ~nt transac~I?n, ram· beyond his mortal control. A flood may come and his toil but am not permitted to do so. These rails were sold with the provlSlon 
that they were not to be used in the United States. That steel rails are sold go unrequited. The drought, with its hot and fevered breath, 
for export at whatever the manufacturer can get above $20, and perh~s for may wither and blast the crops, and his despairing gaze may look 
considerably less. if the time of delivery is remote enough, I do not oubt. upon paTched fields of corn or the stunted trrowth of cotton as The manufacturers' pool or selling agreement, under which rails are now ~ 
sold for $28 is not effective on rails sold to foreigners or for export, The the unkind seasons come and go, bearing no measure of hope. 
newspapers of a month or so ago contained the d~ils of a sale of steel rails If nature should smile upon his labors and the harvest should 
to an English firm for $'15 per ton (allowing_ for freight) less than the price to vield a n'ch abundance, it must then come in open competition Americans. The New York World of Apnl9.1901, thus statestbecase: J-

' Mr. Charles Thulin, a. Pennsylvania contractor, recently secured a con- with all other harvests wheresoever sown or reaped, and the 
tract to supply rails for Russia's gr~t Siberian railway. ~e asked the }ead- price be fixed for· his own, without his consent, in the free, open 
ing steel trust compames here for bids. They all asked him about $35 per mar~ets of the world,· and then when he buys, it is in the trustton, with freight to be added. Mr. Thulin went over to England, sublet his 
contract to an English firm, and one <?f the same comp~es ~thad asked controlled market, with one-half of the proceeds of his labor ex
him $35, -plns freight here, sold the rails at $24 a ton delivered ill England to acted as a tribute. 
tbe English subcontractor." * * * Wh th t h f d his typ · to be f d _, After having investigated this subject for more than ten years I have · o says a sue a arme1·-an e IS oun l'lll 

reached the conclusion that practically~ of our m.~a~tured P!oductsa~ over the continent-has a fair and equal chance in the great strug:
sold to foreigners for less than to Amencans. Tbe IDlllmum difference IS gle? Who will deny that a partial and unjust system of taxation, 
about 10per cent. Tbe average difference in price is probably 20 per cent, which imposes these hard conditions upon his toil, weighs like a and on our really protected products above 25 per cent. Often we who pay 
the tariff taxes devoted to nourishing these "infant industries" must pay 50 millstone upon all his endeavor, whether the seasons be good or 
per cent and sometimes 100 per cent more for the products ?f the coddled bad? 
illdustries than is paid by foreigners who do not pay our nursmg taxes. The wife of the American farmer is compelled to use a se!Ving 

The record in regard to the prices, foreign and domestic, of machine in her home, produced by an American factory, which 
wire and wire rope is instructive and illustrative of the rapacity costs nearly-twice as much as the same machine sold the house
of the trust and the fraud practiced on the American consumer. wife of Mexico or South America. The blue rim of the mountain 
The trust controlling these articles have put prices at home up to from which the sleeping ore is extracted may shadow the very 
the tariff limit, while lowering prices to foreigners, so that our lintels of his door; the smoke of the foundry where the crude 
wire rope is exported to every foreign countcy, with the possible material is fashioned into shape may float over and rest upon the 
exception of England. As the duty on imported wire rope aver- furrows in his fields, yet he must pay more for the plow which 
ages about 100 per cent. the trust charges domestic consumers came from the mountain and the factory than the Russian peas-

• about twice as much as it chaxges foreigners for its goods-often a:nt on the banks of the Danube or the German burgher on the 
more than twice as much. For example, the domestic price of banks of the Rhine. 
wire rope is about $5, $6, and $7.50 per 100 pounds, according to When I have gone into the homes of these farmers, brave and 
thedifferentsizes,buttheexportpricesforthesesizes,respectively, patient men as they are, with the best strnin of patriot blood 
are $2.34, ~.23, and $3.88. The ~rices of wire v,ary ~lso. accord- coursing through their veins, and asking nothing but a fair and 
ing to the SIZe. For the largest SIZe the domestic prwe IS about equal .chance in life, and behold the hard and unequal struggle, 
$4.25 per 100 pounds, and the export price about $2.62, or about . I sometimes shudder for the ending that must sooner or later 
65 per cent in favor of the foreigner. come unless conditions are quickly and radically changed. And 

Our oil machinery manufactured in this country follows the whenever they are sometimes drawn to heed political vagaries, 
same rule as our agricultural machinery. The farmers of Mexico, promising immediate relief, who is to blame, they who snffe1· or 
South America, and Canada can obtain our agricultural imple- those who make them suffer? When a trust magnate can harness 
ments for half the money that our own farmers have to pay for his horses in golden livery and stable them in a mansion, while 
them, and our oil machinery is sold at a lower figure to the Rus- his wife puts diamond earrings in the ears of her pet cats, while 
sians than to our own oil producers in Texas. the farmer must stint and save to buy his wife a new bonnet or 

This favoritism to foreigners has been extended more or less to his daughter a new dmss, I feel that the doctrine of equal laws, 
those nondescript peoples, half foreign and half domestic~ who equal rights and opportunities, has become an illusion, a. mere 
inhabit our colonial possessions, such as Hawaii and POI'to Rico. matter of declamation in this Republic. 
Some of oux manufacturers treat these peoples as foreigners and No one but a demagogue desires to make war on wealth, and 
sell them our goods at reduced rates, and some treat them as people none but fools will deny the difference in the capacity of men. 
of our own country, and charge them accordingly. When wealth is accumulated as the result of intelligent human 

An instance is cited where goods had been sold in Honolulu at endeavor, traveling the ways of equal opportunity, it stands as a 
such low prices that great quantities ~f them w:e~e br~ugh~ b~ck distinction to its holder if it is the measure and quality of his am
to California and sold there at profit m competition With similar bition; but when it comes as a Tesult of favoritism and the infa
goods in the domestic maTket which have never been out of the mous system which now prevails whereby the many are robbed 
country. One of the aggTieved manufacturers 1·egisteTed his to em·ich the few, and grows upon the ruins of honest competi
complaint in a lette1· to the hon Age a few months ago, in which tion, then it is an unmitigated curse, a badge of infamy, and the 
he said= surest forerunner of national disaster and decay. · 

I t so happens t!mt at prese!lt the price of our g<?Ods is about 25 J:!er c~nt The danger to our Republic is from within, not without, and 
h·gher for domestic consumption thantheexportpnces. Webadanillqmry wealth should remember that the flood tide of prosperity will 
f:>r export prices, which we quoted. Tbe order now comes in to be shipped d h •t bb 
t ) Honolulu. Is it fair to consider the Hawaiian Islands entitled to e~rt some ay reac I. S e. · . 
p tices? our own opinion is that they have become a part of the Umted We all take pnde m our expanding trade and the peaceful com-
S~tes and should be considered domestic territory as .much as Alaska. mercia! invasion of the world, but it is all too dear if injustice to 

Many other instances might be cited and much more proof r our people at home is the p1·ice we pay. 
adduced to show the selfish and nefarious practices of the trusts, The manufactured products of this cm.mtry have gone in sight 

1. 
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of the Pyramids; they are sent within the gates of the Holy City 
and exposed for sale along the 'ways which the Saviour of mankind 
trod in the mission of redemption; t,hey are found in the shadow 
of the Chinese Wall, and we rejoice at the high enterprise and 
the commercial genius of the American people. But we are not 
without competitors and foemen worthy of battle for the markets 
of the world. and other nations are chiillenging our progress. 
Under the industrial system now inaugurated, we have put weap
ons in their hands to wrest from our grasp the fairest a:t;td richest 
domains of trade which our enterprise has won, while at home we 
are crippling our g1·eat agi·icultural interests, the surest defense 
of a nation, affording its great storehouse of supplies in national 
distress and peril. 

The time has come in this great industrial strife when the pro
tective tariff is a burden and not an aid. Our mastery of the 
world is assured when we enter the contest on equal terms and 
demand no tmdue advantage either at home or abroad. As we 
open our ports to competition, so the ports of other countries will 
open to our advance, and new and various fi.elds will present 
themselves. The rare skill of the American workman, the invent
ive genius of the American people, and the immense impetus of a 
freeborn race will win in a contest of fair exchange. The world 
to the uttermost part is the theater of our mighty activities. 
"Equal and exact justice to all; special privileges to none," is the 
sign by which we shall conquer. [Loud applause.] 

1\Ir. CORLISS. Mr. Chairman, I am not going to attempt in 
fifteen minutes to make a speech upon this subject. After three 
months of investigation, agitation, and political strife we have 
presented for considera~on a ~easure ep-titled "4- bill ~o p1:ovide 
for Teciprocal trade relations With Cuba . . ' That title nnght rmply 
that the purpose of the bill was to establish: re.oiprocity .. I ~d, 
however, that it does not embrace the first prmmple of reciprocity. 

This bill proposes a hoi:izontal. reduc;tio~ of 20 per c~nt of our 
tariff on Cuban products m consideration of the adoption of _the 
immi(J'ration. exclusion, and contract-labor laws of the Umted 
State~ This is not the promulgation of the principles of reci
procity, but rather the imposition 1Jpon a republic not yet formed 
ol laws enacted for the protection of American labor and the 
preservation of the character of .~ .. meric~n citizenship. . 

We entered into the contest With Spam upon the broad prm
.ciple of humanity, and expressly declared in the declaration of 
war that the intervention of the United States was for the ex
press purpose of giving to the people of Cuba their liberty and in
dependence. We sacrificed untold wealth and thousands of pre
cious lives in order to release the downtrodden Cubans from 
Spanish tyranny and extend to them the blessings i>f American 
liberty. In every act from that day to this we have reiterated 
our ptupose to insure the establishment of a stable form of gov~rn
ment, free and independent, and yet on the_ eve of the or~amza
tion of its government you propose by this measure to rmpose 
upon them laws adopted by our. country for the protection ~f 
American labor and the preservation of the character of Amen
can citizenship. What right have we to thus anticipate the de
sires wishes, and purposes of the poople of Cuba? 
W~ are told that it is our duty to do something for Cuba, as 

thou(J'h we had not already extended to that island and her peo
ple the greatest blessin~s and adv~ntages _that was ever extended 
by any nation to a foreign people m the hiStory of the world. 

It is admitted that under the administration of our Govern
ment during the past three vears the industries of Cuba have 
been most .prosperous; that the production of sugar has multi
plied threefold; that her people are well employe~ at good wages; 
that want and distress has been removed, and m place thereof 
activity. industry, and prosperity established. What more ca? 
be justly asked at the hands of our peoP.le? Who demands this 
further concession? Not the people of Cuba, for we no longer 
hear the cry of distress from them. ~ e find in the hearings !Je
fore the committee no evidence of distress, want, or suffermg 
among the people of Cuba. It is,_therefo:r:e, fair to inquire ~ho 
is specially interested in the adoption of this measure. Certa:inly 
not the people of Cuba or her 1·epresentatives. Only last. Fnday 
I read in the Washington Post a speech made by the pi'eSldent of 
Cuba, Hon. T. Estrada Palma, before the New York Chamber of 
Commerce in which he stated that the reduction proposed by this 
measure '' ~ill in no way affoTd any Telief to the present distress 
of the Cuban producers." . . . . 

Here is a man, elected by the citizens of Cuba as their presi
dent authorized to speak for his government and people, ex
pres~ly declaring that this measure\>vill in no way afford relief to 
the Cuban producers. He thus declares because he realizes that 
every dollar of the concession proposed will be absorbed by the 
sugar trust, whose emiss~ri.es have J:>een engag~d night and day 
circulating articles of m1Smformatwn over tp.1s country to t~e 
business men through the newspapers, and m the halls of this 
Capitol forth~ purpose of ~ecuring a red~ction of the _duty upon 
raw G'lgar, so as to enable It to combat w1th the groWing sugar-

beet competitor that has been so marvelously developed in Michi
gan and other States under the principles of protection proclaimed 
and inaugurated by the Republican party. 

It is admitted by everyone familiar with the subject that the 
proposed reduction of duty upon raw sugar from. Cuba will in no 
way affect the price of refined sugar in this country, and conse
quently will be of no benefit whatever to the consumers of sugar 
in the United States·. I represent a district composed of con
sumers of American products, and there is not a farmer or a 
sugar-beet industry within the district. If this measure would 
in any way benefit the consumers or reduce the price of refined 
sugar to them, there would be some incentive for me to make the 
sacrifice of 1\Iichigan's industrial interests, but the testimony be
fore the committee conclusively establishes the fact that no re
duction in the price of sugar will be made. 

From the testimony I submit there is no positive evidence that 
the producers of sugar cane in the island of Cuba will derive any 
benefit whatever, but on the contrary, our expedence in Porto 
Rico and Hawaii justifies the assumption that the reduction will 
be entirely absorbed by the sugar trust. 

I oppose this meastue-
1. Because it seeks to impose conditions and secure concessions 

from a foreign people before they have had an opportunity to 
establish a stable form of government. 

2. Because it is universally admitted that there is no distress, 
want of labor at good wages, or lack of industry in the island of 
Cuba justifying at this time any relief from the Treasm·y of our 
country or the sacrifice of our own industries. 

3. Because it is an abandonment of the principles of protection 
and a direct injury to the infant sugar-beet industry of prodi
gious growth, which will, if permitted to thrive under existing 
laws, destroy the monopoly heretofore enjoyed by the sugar trust. 

4. Because this law, if put into operatiQn, would paralyze the 
further development of the sugar-beet industry in our country, 
and place in the hands of the sugar trust power to destroy, by 
purchase and competition, the advantages already secured. 

During my service in Congress I have been able to follow with 
a great deal of pleasure the leadership, upon this side of the 
House, of the distinguished gentleman from New York. I have 
uniformly fmmd him upon the right side of public measures and 
invariably opposed by the minorityupon this floor. To-day! find 
the leader on this side joined hand in hand with the leader on 
the othe1· side of the House, not only upon this floor, but in the 
committee. in favor of a measure embracing provisions inimical 
to the principles of the Republican party. When I see our lead
ers thus yoked together I hesitate to follow. 

When I was a boy in Vermont I heard my father say that in 
the early days, when fireplaces were the only means of obtaining 
heat, they used to go into the woods and cut a log and haul it up 
to the house for fuel. An old farmer one day bought a new har
ness. The hat·ness maker told him it was superior because made 
of horsehide. The next day, after breakfast, he put it on his horse • 
and went into the woods to cut a log. While cutting the log it 
rained and the harness got wet. When he had prepared the log 
he took the horse by the bit, led him up to the house, and when he 
arrived there, upon looking back, somewhat to his surprise, he 
could see only the traces running down over the hill. He won
dered where the log was. The effect of the rain had stretched 
the traces. It being noon, he tied his horse to the post and went 
in to dinner. While he was eating dinner the sun came out, and 
the effect upon the harness was such as to contract the traces, and 
as he came out from dinner he saw the old horse standing there, 
pulling for dear life, and coming up over the hill was the log, 
pulled along by the contraction of the traces. [Laughter.] 

I think, Mr. Chairman, when the light of the noonday sun, in 
a tropical climate of midsummer, shall be turned upon this meas
ure, the invisible traces will become known, and I fear we may 
find our honorable leaders yoked up to the chariot of the sugar 
trust. [Applause.] · 

I submit resolutions adopted by the Chamber of Commerce and 
Convention League of Detroit and the board of directors of the 
Detroit River Sugar Company, protesting against this bill: 

Sm: At a meeting of the Detroit Chamber of Commerce and Convention 
League~ held this 27th day of February, 1902, the following resolution was 
ado~a: 

"Whereas the interests of the people of the city of Detroit and the State of 
Michigan are affected adversely by the agitation m Con~ress, looking toward 
the reduction of the present reasonable and effective tariff on raw sugar; and 

"Whereas this industry in Michigan, though. in its infancy, gives :prom
ise of becoming under favorable conditions one of the most important m the 
State: Therefore, be it 

"Resolved, That the Chamber of Commerce and Convention League, of the 
city of Detroit, request our Re_presentatives in Congress to work for the best 
interests of the beet-sugar mdustry by aiding to maintain the present tariff 
on sugar." 

Hon. JOHN B. CORLISS, 
Washington, D. 0. 

THOS. NEAL, President. 
J. F. WALSH, Sec1·etary. 
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· At a meeting of the board of directors of the Detroit River Sugar Com
pany, held at its office in Detroit this 27th day of February, 1902, the follow
mg resolution was a.dopted, moved bv Mr. John A. Russell, supported by 
Mr. 0. R. Baldwin: 

"WhereaM the discussions relative to the reduction of the tariff on raw 
sus-ar imported into the United States, which reduction, in the judgment of 
this board of directors, threatens grievous injm-y to existing beet-sugar 
manufacturing enterprises and discouragement to capital proposing to en
gage in similar enterprises, has been protracted to such an extent that further 
delay in reaching a decision thereupon favorable to the American sugar-pro
ducing industry will make it extremely hazardous for new capital to engage 
in the business with a view to ~roduction during 1902; and 

" Whereas the prom~t decision of Congress not to reduce the tariff on raw 
sugar entering the Uruted States from foreign countries would have the 
effect of removing the sing-le element of doubt that now intervenes a~ainst 
the investment of capital m the production of sugar from beets raised m the 
United States: Be it 

"Resolved, •That the president of this company be authorized and directed 
to communicate with our Representatives in the Congress of the United 
States, asking them to use their efforts in the direction of obtaining an early 
expression as to the intentions of the Congress in this regard, to the end and 
purpose that this company's. directors may be in position to con·ectly advise 
their stockholders whether or not to expend their capital in the enterprise 
for which it has been subscribed; and be it further · 

"Resolved, That the directors and stockholder of this company do hereby 
protest against any change in the tariff conditions affecting the importation 
of raw sugar into the United States, whether from Cuba or elsewhere, as 
being dangerous to the interests of American capital invested in manufac
tm'ing and agriculture and of American labor depending upon them for 
profitable occupation." 

DAVID I. SIMONS, President. 
0. R. BALDWIN, Vice-Pre:tident. 
H. E. EMMONS. 
G. N. SKINNER. 
JOHN A. RUSSELL. 

The advocates of this measure insist that it will establish recip
rocal trade relations or reciprocity with Cuba. If so, then an 
amendment to extend similar relations with other countries is 
germane. I therefore submit an amendment which I shall, at 
the proper time, seek to have placed upon the bill. 

The Clerk ~ead the amendment, as follows: 
Amend by adding at the end of line 4, page 3 the following: 
"That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to enter 

into negotiations with Canada for reciprocal trade relations, with a view to the 
establishment of a commercial agreement in which reciprocal and equivalent 
conce!!:sions may be seoured in favor of the following products and manufac
tures of the United States, to wit: 

"Furniture~, stoves, drugs't, boots, shoes, steel, brass, copper, and iron man
ufactm·ed proaucts, in consiaeration of the admission into the United States 
of wood pulp, hides, and sugar beets free of du'o/, and lumber, barley, and 
iron ore at 80 per cent of the rate of duty now leVIed upon such articles im
ported fiom foreign countries. 

"Whenever, inthe judgment of the President, such reciprocal and equiva
lent relations have been established by agreement, he shall be, R.nd he is 
hereby, authorize and empowered to susj>end by proclamR.tion to that ef
fect the imposition and collection of the duties now reQuired upon thA arti
cles above mentionedhand thereafter the duties levied, collected, and paid 
upon such articles sha be in accordance with the terms of said agreeme~." 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment embraces the principles of 
reciprocity, as declared by the Republican party, with a country 
most bountifully supplied with undeveloped natural resources of 
great benefit to our manufacturing interests, with a people sim
ilar in character to our own. I hold in my hand a petition to the 
House of Representatives, prepared by the Merchants and Manu
facturers, Exchange of Detroit, signed by over 500 business men, 
respectfully praying for the establishment of reciprocal trade 
relations with Canada, and which I submit in support of the 
amendment. 

We have in this country a trust controlling wood pulp. I de
sire by this reciprocal trade relation to secure wood pulp free of 
duty. It will save thousands of dollars annually to the reading 
public of our country. I ask in this amendment for free hides. 
We have shoe manufactories in this country with sufficient ca
pacity to manufactm·e shoes for the world. Why should they 
pay duty on hides? We ask in t his proposition for the free ad
mission of sugar beets. Will you not give us that? I desire a 
reduction of the tariff on steel, iron, and other products men
tioned, because the manufactuTing interests of this country de
mand it. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] said the other day 
that the time was near at hand when we must meet this issue. 
Let us meet it now. I believe in cutting down the tariff on any 
product when an organization in this country is able to monop
olize the trade and control the price of such article. [Applause.] 
To the lwnorable m,embers of the House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C.: 
The unders~ed merchants and manufactm·ers of Detroit, Mich. repre

sent that a reCiprocal trade agreement with the Dominion of Canada, pre
pared on the basis of equivalent concessions, would be of great benefit to the 
business interests of the United States, and they respectfully solicit Y.Our 
active influence to the end that such a treaty may be n egotiated and ratified. 

Ping:ree & Smith. shoe manufacturers; Edson IDworth, wholesale 
ary goods; Baldwin, fcGraw & Co., wholesale boots and hoes; 
the P eerless Manufacturing Company, wholesale fm·nishing 
goods; the Christiansen Harness Manufacturing Company, by 
H. A . Christiansen; F. Marruett, hardware; Illinois Glass Com
pany, Detroit Branch, K. G. Smith, manager; Detroit Picture 
Frame Company, pictm·es and frames; Defteiger, Fallen & Co. 
wholesale fur manufacturers; Henry Dunne back, harness and 
saddlery; Hitchcock, Harris & Co.'t, J!thia. waters; E. Schloss, 
Son & Co., wholesale clothing; Scruoss Brothers, wholesale 

clothiers; Walter Buhl & Co., wholesale hats; Monroe Rosen
field Company, wholesale notions; R. H. Macauley & Co., whole
sale millinery; The Henry A. Newland Company, A.M. Sey
mour, vice-president, wholesa:te hats, caps, gloves, etc., and 
manufacturers of umbrellas; Mitchell, Harris & Co., by A. D. 
Mitchell, president and manager, wholesale millinery; J. & T. 
Hurley, eoal dealers. 

William G. Engle, manufactm'ei'S furs; C. H. Ritter & Co., whole
sale liquors; A. Krolik & Co., wholesale dl-y goods; Strong, 
Lee & Co., wholesale d1-y goods; Armstrong & Graham, sad
dlery manufacturers; M. M. Smnton & Co., manUfacturers 
mens' fm•nishing goods; Cuiso Brothers Co. , Limited, wholesale 
groce1'S; F. B. Neuhoff & Co.; Imperial Cap Company, manu
factm·ers caps; L. H. Ayers & Son; Taylor, McLeish & Co., 
wholesale grocers; Sales & Broan Co. plumbers and sanitary 
supplies; B. Marx & Son, wholesale leather findings; Smndart 
Bros., wholesale hardware; Trade Journal Association, 
E .. H. McPherson, publishers; C. W. Inslee & Co., wholesale 
grocei'S; Dwyer & Shay, wholesa.le fruits, etc.; B. G. Morris& 
Co., wholesale woodenware etc.; G. W. Hildebrauds & Bro., 
wholesale machinery; Consumers' Peuny Pouch Express Com
pany, per C. F. Crosley, president, manufooturers' advertisers; 
Arista Manufactm·ing Company, Limited Wm. Payne, 
manufacturing p erfumers: American Electrical Heater Com
pany, B. H. Scranton, president, manufactm·ers electric hel1t
ing appliances; Detroit Sanitary Supply Company, A. J. 
Springbone, manufacturers plumbers' sup@es; A. Harvey's 
Sons Manufacturing Company, Limited, A. Harvey, manager, 
manufactm·ers plumbers' supiJlies; Geo. C. Netterbee & Co. 
wooden and willow ware; Fred Bamford & Co., painters and 
decorators. 

Fred Rosenfield, wholesale leaf tobacco; Ward L. Andrews & Co., 
wholesale grocei'S; Gould & Gehlut, coffee importel'S' Michi
gan Shoe Company, by E. P. Snyder, vice-president, wholesale 
shoes; John Naylor & Co., wholesale saddlery; C. C. Smith 
Shoe Company; J. W. Fales & Co., wholesale paper; Thorp 
Hawley Company, wholesale confectioners; D. K. McNaughton 
Company, brokei'S; The Geo. G. Humel Company, manu
factural'S hats; J. G. Hamblen, wholesale fruits and oys
ters; Pie1'Son & Hough, wholesale saddlery; Fairbanks, Morse 
& Co., by E. G. Pond, manager, scales, engines, etc.; Edward 
Frolich Glass Company; Heavenrich Brothers, wholesale cloth
iers; Armstrong Regalia Company, Fra.nk S. Armstrong, vice
president, manufactm·ers society g90ds and supplies; O'Dwyer 
& Ward, wholesale millinei'S; G. N. Granger & Co .. merchan 
dise brokei'S; Lynn Street Milling Company, flour mill; Freed 
man & Co., pants makers; Floyd E . Bowen & Co., broke1'S; 
Detroit Neckwear Company, A. E. Bofsky, manufacturers of 
neckwear; E. B. Gallagher & Co., bakers and confectioners' 
supplies. . 

Beecher, P eck & Lewis, by A. F. Peck, wholesale paper; G. H. 
Gates & Co., wholesale hats, caps, and gloves; A. D. Rosen & 
Co., wholesale notions; Paige & Chope Company, E. Stevens, 
treasurer, wholesale paper; Grosscup Tailoring Company, mer
chant tailors; Tuttle & Clark, ~arness and boot manufactur
ers; P ollock, Pettibone & Chapman, wholesale millinery; A. 
Kuhlman & Co., surgical instruments; C. B . Berger & Son, 
wholesale leaf tobacco; Seidler-Miner Electric Company, by 
F. J. Miner, 207 Jefferson avenue electrical supplies; Allen 
Brothers, 247 Jefferson avenue, photograph materials; Fisk 
Rubber Company, E. H. Broadwell, manager, 252 Jefferson 
avenue; Detroit Rubber Tire Company, by G. D. Edwards, 
manager, 250 Jefferson avenue; Geo. Marsh & Co., Detroit, 
manufactm·ers of soda fountains and billiard and pool tables, 
240 J effei'Son avenue; Whitehead & Kales Iron Works, by J. T. 
Whitehead, structm·al-iron works; A. Booth & Co., oy W. S. 
McDonald, wholesale fish and oysters; John Stevenson, vessel 
owner; Commercial Milling Company, by R. Henke, secre
tary and treasurer, flour and meal mills; Wm. Inglis Wire 
and Iron Works; Gray. Toynton & Fox, David Gray, treasurer, 
manufacturing ~ufeetioners; Jno. N. Bagley, tobR.cco manu
factures. 

Mei 1 & Schuknecht, manufacturing trunks and valises; H. J. Read
ing, H. J. Reading Truck Company; the Bell-Graham Com
pany, by John Rue, secreta1-y, skirtmanufactm·ers; F. P. Rey
nolds & Co., wholesale fruits; D. 0. Wiley & Co., wholesale 
fruits and produce; H. F. Rose & Co., wholesale fruits and 
produce; E. Read, wholesale fruits and produce; Ladore & 
Isha1!11 wholesale fruits and produce; L. Schiappa.casse & Co.; 
The .M.cDounell Bros. Company, per H. P.McDonnell, pre i
dent; Freeman-Delama ter Company, wholesale hard ware; H. D. 
Edwards & Co., wholesale rubber goods; H. B. Wet, cigar 
manufacturing; S. P. Conkling, Asbestos goods; Pittsburg 
Steel Shaft ing Company, transmission machinery; Kenneth 
Anderson Company, Kenneth Anderson, treasurer, jobbers of 
iron pipe and fittings; Robinson & Aronheim, wholesale liquor; 
Valentme Schroeder, wholesale candies and fruits; Gebhard 
Paper Company, paper and printers' supplies; 0. J. Price, 
soda-water apparatus; TheM. N. Rowley Compmy; Louis 
Kuttnouer Company, importers of leaf tobacco: J. T. Wing & 
Co., manufactm·e1'S of mill supplies; The T. W . Noble Com
pany, C. M. Tackels secremry and treasurer, awnings, sails, 
tents, etc.; Fletcher Hardware Company, per Theo. G. Fletcher, 
vice-president. 

Roehm & Daritow, Limited, wholesale carriage goods. iron, steel, 
etc.; Rueps, Brace&Oo., wholesale grocers; HygeiaFilterCom
pa.ny, manufacturers water filte1'S; B. F. Everitt, carriage 
trimmings; A. Loche, manager Pabst Detroit branch; Detroit 
Screw Works, by H. H. Taylor, screw manufacturing; M. F . 
McDonald, 389 Franklin street.: James Conway grocer, 424 
Franklin street; Hayes File Company, per J . S. Hayes, 414 
Franklin street; The G. B. Essex Bra ... c:s Company, G. B. E ssex, 
general manager and trea.sm·er; Buckley-Hart Manufacturing 
Company, Robt. W. Hart., vice-president, 541 Franklin street; 
The Ideal Manufactm'ing Company, Francis T. Dwyer, secre
tary, plumbing supplies and gas stove ; Buhl Malleable Com
pany, by H. D. La.ac, treasurer, malleable iron castin2'B; The 
M.ichi~an Stove Company, C. A. Du Chreme, secretary, Detroit; 
D etrmt Oak Belting Company, F. H. Crual, genera.! mana.ger, 
266 Wight street; John V. Moran, Lieb street and Wight; 
F. D. C. Hinchman, Detroit; Detroit Heating and Lighting 
Company, E. Hobbs. 

Olds Motor Works, by Fred L. Smith1 secretary; Detroit Stove 
Works, G. B. Gundusen, secretary: Pr. Kling Brewing Com-
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p1.ny Robert Kling, jr., secretary and treasurer; Detroit Em
e.·y Wheel Company; Michigan Bolt and Nut Works, byE. T. 
Gilbert, general manager; Cowles & Danziger Company, A. A. 
Cowles, secretary and treasurer; Detroit Edge Tool Works, 
A. E. Piefer, secretary· The Ireland & Matthews Manufactur
ing Company, E. Bland, secretary, steel and brass goods; De
troit Soap Company, per Samuel Post; Murphy Iron Works, 
by Thos. Murphy, proprietor; Detroit Automatic Stoker Com
pany, by T. C. Thomson, treasurer; Detroit River Iron Works, 
by Geo. C. Synington, treasurer; Northern Engineering Works, 
George A. True, manager; DetroitLumber Company, byE.L. 
Thompson, president, manufacturers of lumber; C. A. Taylor, 
Na~ional Express Company; Detroit Foundry and Manufac-
tm·mg Company, F. H. Sears. · 

A. A. Parker & Bro. Worksl wholesale coke; W. R. Thompson, 
wholesale coke; C. B. Calaer, Detroit Shipbuilding Company; 
Riverside Scrap Iron and Metal Company, per L . Goldman; 
East End Boiler Works, foot of St. Aubm avenue, Detroit, 
boiler manufacturers; Robt. McKenzie & Son, shipsmiths; 
Geo. Morley & Co., lumber dealers; W. H. Anderson & Sons, 
by A. B. Anderson, tool manufactm·ers; Mannansa & Wilber, 
printers; W. Ingram & Co., manufacturing pharmacists; J. B. 
Wilson & Co., J. A. Wilson, engineers, founders. and machin-

. ists; E. A. Charbonneau & Co., picklers and preservers; Com
mercial Papier Macha Company, per H . L. Barie, papier mache 
goods; Detroit Graphite Manufacturing Company, A. A. Bou
tell, president, paint manufactm·ers; Mirror Trap Company, 
animal-trap manufacturers; Wilton Reuther Company, .Rich
ard Krakow, secretary, statuary and art furniture; Briscoe 
Manufacturing Company, per Benj. Briscoe, president, metal 
goods manufacturers; The Caille Brothers Company, by A. 
Arthur Caille, president and treasurer, manufacturers of coin
operating mac.hines. 

Wh~eler Manufacturing Company, E. S. Anderson manager1 bi
cycle .saddles and handle-bar grips; C. R. Wili:on Carnage 
Company, C. R. Wilson, president; Wolverine Reed Company 
Chas. N. Gray, treasm·er, manufacturers of rattan chairs and 
children's carriages; Northside Coal and Lumber Company, 
by W. Sha ttock; Booth Manufacturing Company, stoned porch 
columns; Detroit Brass Works, general line brass goods; Far
rand Organ Company, per W. R. Farrand, treasurer; The E. 
G. Dailey Companl, E. G. Dailey, president, fruit packers; The 
Jas. T. Eaman Coa Company, S. B. Warren, treasurer; W. A. 
Sheldon, with Edw. Frohlich Glass Company; J. C. Widman 
& Co .. per J. C. Widman, furnitm•e and mirrors; Roe Stephens 
Manufacturing Company, T. P. Stephens, secretary and as
sistant treasm·er, brass and iron valves; W. H. Grigg, box 
manufactm·er. 

W. A. Atterbury,DetroitSteeland S:pring Company; J. B . Dutton, 
flour mill machinery; M. J. Theisen, lumber; Wolverine Box 
Company, per J. N. Estabrook. box manufacturers; The Detroit 
Barrel Company, incorporated, per N. Haendle; Peter Raths, oil 
and gasoline; Jenks & Muir Manufacturing Company, by C. 
Jenks, president, metal beds, springs, and mattresses; Ameri
can Harrow ColPil_any, 0. R . Baldwin, secretary, agricultural 
implements; Fox Bros. & Co., C. W. Fox, manufacturers wood 
mantels; American Blower Company, Jas. Inglis, secretary 
and trea-surer, manufacturers machinery; American Car and 
Foundrv Company, by Geo. Hargreaves, district manager, 
car builaers; The Fuller Company, engine.s, dynamos, and fans; 
Western Robe Company, per J no. A. Chapman, manufacturers 
robes, coats, and astrachan cloths; Clayton & Lambert Man
ufacturing Company, J. E. Lambert, secretary and treasurer, 
makers of gasolene fu·e pots, torches, and hydrocarbon burners. 

The Anderson Carriage Compan¥, by W. C. Anderson, president; 
Detroit Carriage Manufactunng Company, A. J. Clarke, man
ager sales; Acme White Lead and Color Works, Thomas Neal, 
secretary; Russel Wheel and Foundry Company, Detroit, 
Walter S. Russel; Continental Varnish and Paint Company, 
per Butler Ives, secretary; Schwanbeck Brothers, E. E. Mans
field, manufactm·ers of show ,pases; F. A. Thompson & Co., F. 
A. Thompson, manager, manllfacturing chemists; American 
Radiator Company, T. B. Howell, assistant manager Michigan 
plant; Murphy Chair Company, M. J. Murphy, president, 
manufacturers of chairs. · 

The Puritan Shoe Company, S. C. Jameson, treasurer, shoe manu
factu:t:,ers; S. C. Jameson, merchant; W. F. Wilson, the Yale Hat 
Company; Liny's Music House firm, pianos; the Adol:ph Enggass 
Jewelry Company, Ad. Enggass, secretary, 22 Gratiot avenue; 
C. W. Marvin Piano Company; Rudolph Freedenberg, ex
Gratiot, woolens, tailors' trimmin&'s; Geo. H. Parker, wool, 
hides, etc.i P. M. Doyle. commercml traveler; Broadwell & 
Wolf, musiC bu...~ess; Edward J. Nebel, leather and findings; 
Edward C. Blordon, furnishing goods; John Radke, boots and 
shoes; Geo. J. Setanc~ sheet nickel work; Charles M.artin, 
machine works; Wm. Liebig & Co., machine shop; the J. L. 
Hudso_n Company, W. A. Petzold, treasurer, · general mer
chandise; W. A. Petzold. 

Tierney Bros., 219 Woodward avenue, dry ~oods; Electrical Con
struction Co., George T. Crook, electrical supplies; Alex Y. 
Malcomson, coal merchant; James Couzens, secretary the 
A. Y. Malcomson Company, Limited; E. N. Bartlet, 174 Gris
wold street; J. Bishop, 1034 Thirteenth street; J. H. Gabell & 
Bro., shoos, 24 Michigan avenue; the General Typewriter 
Company, 165 Griswold street; R. G. Morgan, 9"22 Majestic 

. Building; City and Submban Homes Company Limited, R. M. 
Grindley, 171 Griswold street; J. 0. Hibbard, 171 Griswold 
street; J. H. Bessenger 210 Griswold street; A. A. Moore, 210 
Griswold street; D. L. Hempsted, hat.s and caps; H. W. Grout, 
173 Griswold stree

0
t· Wm. A. Hall. drugs, 177 Griswold street; 

Wm. H. Miller & o., wholesale fm·s; Miller-Seldon Electric 
Company, William H. Seldon, jr., electrical supply dealers; 
Gourlay Bros., men's furnishers and ladies' tailors; Royal Shoe 
Company, shoes; R.H.Traver, 171-175Woodwarda.venue; R.H. 
Fyfee & Co., shoes, 183-185 Woodward avenue; Edward J. 
Hickey, clothing, etc., 201 Woodward avenue; Frank Bros. & 
Co., jewelers. 200 Woodward avenue; Winn & Hammond, 152 
Wayne street, printers and binders; Carlos C. Ayres, 45 State 
street, cigar manufacturer; ,Ballantine & Co., 39 Rowland 
street, tailors. 

Johnson & Foster tobacconists; A. E. Charlesworth, manufactur
ing optician; C. S. Wirick, manufactm·er gloves; Blakeslee & 
Co., household fm·nishings; W. E. Jackson, printing; Theo. 
Gately Comp!i.ny, clothing; British American Gold and Copper 

Mining Company, per J. M. Swooney, secretary and treasurer; 
Edw. J. Renaud, Hotel Renaud; Detroit Churn and Separator 
Company, per E. E. Deming, manufactm·ers; D. Waugh, coal 
and wood; Gray Brothers, p er J. Allan Gr~y. secretary, car
riages and wagons; CrescentMachineComp.<tny, Wm.A. Gray, 
secretary and manaaer; Wm. White, grocery; R. G. Scholes, 
shoa dealer; Howard' Pinkerton, druggU.-t· American Wringer 
Company, household specialties, per H. C. Frank, manager; 
Wolverine Cycle Company, C. Ege, manager, bicycle manu
facturers; :s;. W. Becker1 fmrier;, W. T. Stark, bookkeeper 
Andrew Ha1r; L. 0. H. Fisher, china; W. T. Ryan, 297 Wood
ward avenue; E. Daniel, cigar dealer; A. J. Gawly & Co., 
cigar dealers. 

:Miller & Gray, 333 and 335 Woodward avenue; JamesP. Mastin, 
337 Woodward avenue; Charles Roe, 47 Columbia street west; 
Henry Busshaber, 341 Woodward avenue; Jno. Blessed, 347-
357 Woodward avenue; Wm. W. Blesse.d, 347-3:>"7 Woodward 
avenue; John Harvey, druggist-,353 and 355 Woodward avenue; 
Chas. R. Brand, painter, 369 Woodward avenue; Simons & 
Cooper, 371 Woodward avenue; Wm. Wing, 407 Woodward 
avenue; Max Grabowsky, 380 Woodward avenue; Morris Gra
bowsky, hardware, 3'i'8 Woodward avenue; V. Kennedy, 374: 
Woodward avenue; Chas. Kline, hardware; Diamond Rubber 
Company, rubber goods, 310 Woodward avenue; Schartle & 
Stock, florists, 008 Woodward avenue; The Michigan Cloth
ing Cleaning and Repairing Company, 006 Woodward avenue; 
A. A. Hare, furnaces, 300 Woodward avenue; G. V. Potter, 296 
Woodward avenue; Brown & Brown coal, 294 Woodward 
avenue; Ashbaugh, Dillrich & Co., wholesale fms; John J. 
Gorman, retail hats; John 0. Teagan, vessel owner; Mohan 
Bros., 63 Home Bank Building; P. J. Schmidt, shoe retailer, 42 
Michigan avenue; Peol?l~s Otfitting Company, per S. Wine
man, treasm·er, house furnishers. 

Tho nas 0. McCarthy. cutter, McConnell Tailor Company; H enry 
Heinlein, cutter, McConnell Tailor Company; L. F. Weiss, 
hatter and fmnisher; Keves & Grobbel, umbrella makers; 
Hiram Van Loon, auction and commission merchant; L. E. 
Wa~goner, furnitm·e dealer; J. D. Lareau, furniture dealer; 
J. C. Edwards, live-stock dealer; G. A. Leannel, furniture; 
Bentl~y & Hubbard, perT. P . Hubbard, wall-paper merchants; 
F. A. Hubbard & Co., painters and decorators; Harry C. Bell, 
300 West High; Onsta.l Optical Company. liS Michigan avenue; 
A. E. Gerow, harness and bicycles; C. G. Hovey, confectioner:yj 
Grand Union Tea Company, C. W. Osman, manager, 1w 
Michigan avenue; Philip Frese, 142 Michigan avenue, manu
factm·er ?f cigars

1
· W. H. Ziegenfus, manufactu:t:er of ~gars; 

E. C. Lormg; A. . Franke, caterer; V. L. Chapm. furmtm·e; 
J. R. Pengelly, jobber of tobacco and cigars, 166 Michigan 
avenue; R. Walters, cigar manufactm·er; W. Lavery, butter 
and eggs, tea and coffee; J. Jewett, restaurant, 147 Fifteenth 
street; H. F. Koehle1· & Bro., wall paper and painters' sup
TJlies, 174 and 176 Michigan avenue. 

Wm. Dupont, druggist, 11:!2 Michigan avenue; F. H. Jost, furs. 
186 Michigan avenue; ·Gail Alden, furniture, 206 Michigan ave
nue; Charles Mahler, grocer, 220 Michigan a venue; John Chrys
tal, traveler, 391 Cass avenue; W. F. Thatcher,__<,:<>nfectioner, 
256 Michigan avenue; J.P. Cotter, druggist, 2-62 lUichigan ave
nue~ _g. E. Pokorny, tailor, 278 Michigan avenue; Chas. Shaw, 
280 michigan avenue; Alfred Reed, 266 G and River; Chas. 
Bm·ke, cigars, 290 Michigan avenue; James Hamfan. bicycles, 
304 Michigan avenue; Thomas Cooney, coal, 310! Michigan ave
nue; S. H. Graham, 327 Michigan avenue; Jno. R. Morrissey, 
169 Fifth street; A. J. Neidenwich haraware, 315 Michigan 
avenue; Daniel Sullivan, grocer, 311 Michigan avenue; Guilloz 
& Son, bakers, 009 Michigan avenue; J. A. Munn1 grocer, 297 
Michigan avenue; G. A. Mueller, dry- goods, 295 Michigan ave
nue; I. G. Stark, shoe bits, 265 Michigan avenue; Frank Deck, 
t."'l,ilor, 259 Michigan avenue; G. Finger, furnitm·e, 257 Michi
gan avenue; C.M. Carker, 83Labrosse street; Lewis D. Barker, 
11 Gilman street; J. W. Lapham, furniture, 22'7 Michigan ave
nue; J. B. Lapham, furniture, 229 Michigan avenue. 

M.. A. Dowling, 392 Foot street west; L. L. Lamba, 225 Michigan 
avenue; Saml. Nash, 80 Howard street; Wm. Perry, confec
tioner, 221 Michigan avenue; S. A. Gates, picture fnming, 209 
Michigan avenue; J.P. Bought, with Gunnell Bros., 221 Wood
ward avenue; J. Johnson, cigars and tobacco, 203 Michigan 
avenue; J. Goldstine, dyer and clothier, 201 Michigan avenue; 
Chas. Kovan, 197 Michigan avenue, tailor; T. M. Edgar, 195 
Michigan avenue, general merchandise; Geo. A. Sideau, 179 
Michigan avenue, &'ents and ladies' furnishings; Zimmei. 167 
Michigan avenue, c1gar manufactmer; R. Allel, 167 Michigan 
avenue, clothier; T . H. Berry, 169 Michigan avenue, carpets; 
Geo. L. Freeman, 39 Smith avenue, Detroit, Mich.; M. Roney, 
146 Charlotte avenue; Ja<:obs & Covitz, clothiers, 163 Michigan 
avenue; Detroit Specialty Company, 161 Michigan avenue: 
Jacob Steinberg, 157 Michigan avenue, clothier: J. C. Wilson 
Carriage Company, 28 and 30 Abbott street; Daniel Anglein, 
139 Michigan avenue, jeweler; H. P. Beardsley, 135,1- Michigan 
avenue; F. L. Sapero, clothier, 135 Michigan avenue; Wm. P. 
Blake. 15 Abbott street; P. Blake's Sons, 15-17 Abbott street; 
David Wilson, 527 Warren avenue west; P. Blake, 15 Abbott 
street. 

Ch:~.1. E. Bleakley, M. D., 9 Al!bo~t street~ Wolve1ine :M: • • S. Com
pany1 J. E. Moore, 529 Michigan avenue; D. E. Pearsall, 123 
Michigan avenue, tobacco dealer; R. Downie & Sons, 117 and 
119 Michigan avenue; Roger J. Sullivan & Co., furniture, car
pets, ancl stoves, 113 and ll5 Michigan avenue; F. A. Cooke, 
drugs, ill Michigan avenue; Edwin Jerome& Co., 97 Michigan 
avenue; James Johnston, 29 Ash street; H. Jackson & Co., 95 
Michigan avenue; Thomas Nelan, 854 Antoms street; Detroit 
Photogra:pic Supply Company, by_H. W. Moore, 28 Lafayette 
avenue; H. S. Simpson, mann.ger United Tvoewriter and Sup
plies Com~ny, 26 Lafayette avenue; J. R:searight, assistant 
manager United Typewriter and Supplies Company, 26 La
fayette avenue; W. B. Jackson, 2G Lafayette avenue; James 
W. Candler, 26 Lafayette avenue; Homer W. Candler, 26 La
fayette avenue; National Mortgage Loan Company, 23 La
fayette avenue; C. H. Crawford, shoes, 25 Michigan avenue; 
Union Painless Dentists, C. H. Butler,ll Lafayette avenue; 
H. A. Sage, 171 Howard street; John Hellerich, jeweler, 139 
Michigan avenue; Detroit Art Company, per A. A. Mann, art 
goods; Detroit Book Exchange, per I. N. Higgins; Harlis & 

. Petre, hardware, 71 Michigan avenue. 
L. Wiener, merchant, 77-85 Michigan avenue; Sumner Company, 
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348,350,352 Michigan _avenue, furniture; H. W. Stoll, 372 ~ch
igan avenue, conf~tioner; Geo. C. B~ker & qo. pi6-380 Mich
igan avenue, furmture; James Hamlin, 396 Michigan avenue; 
C.J. Wagstaff, 398Michiganavenue,shoes; A. H. Rose, 416Mich
igan avenue, builder; H enatine Medical Company, I. M. T. Han
num, 420 Michigan avenue; Hamilton Furniture Company, 
Michigan avenue and Tenth street; M . Ascher, grocer, 502 
Michigan avenue; Jos. Klute., 514: Michigan avenue; Cha.s. Col
pew, grocer,52? Michigan avenue; L. McFarland, 5~ ¥ichigan 
avenue, druggiSt; W . V. Humphry, bakery, 536 Michigan ave
nue; T. J. Irwin, confectioner, 542Michigan avenue; D. A. Hen
derson, 580 Michi~an avenue; Wm. Kane, 592 Michigan avenue; 
S. Schadin, 690 · hteenth street; B. Rowe, confections, 592 
Michigan avenue; . W. Burk, cigars, 594 Michigan avenue; 
J<is. Merrill & Bro., grocers, 638 Michigan avenue; R. C. Juter
bock, jeweler, 644 Michigan avenue; Speck Brothers, furni-
ture and carpets, 684.. 686 Michigan avenue. • 

Chas. H. Heath, coal and feed, 704 Michigan avenue; G. E. Rigley, 
fish dealer, 71.2 Michigan avenue; R. Rogatzky, bakery, 714 
Michigan avenue; Andrew Baetz, 116'2 Twenty-fifth street; M. 
Crowley, produce, 808 Michi~an avenue; J os. HuetteiJ?.ann, 812 
Michigan avenue; Osgood Prmting Company, 826 Jrlich1gan a. ve
nue;H. W.Osgood,201Hubbardavenue; A. Walldorf-'di-uggist, 
838Michiganavenue; G. W. Stringer, pharmacist, 89:>Michigan 
avenue; J. H. Keeper, Hammond Beef Company, 895 Michigan 
avenuei C. C. Chadwick, coal, 1453 Fourteenth avenue; P. H. 
Zachari&S, coal, corner Michigan avenue and Twentieth street; 
John Stegskal, 809 Michigan avenue· Hallock Orsla.nd,003 Mich
igan avenue; Waler E.&"gs and Poulh~y Company, 797 Michigan 
avenue; Lee Doran & uo., wholesale grocers, 789 Michigan ave
nue; B. E. Graham, 665 Michigan avenuei.._Elster & O'Toole, 
wallpaper, 663 Michigan avenue; W. H. .H.OWe, printer, 639 
Michigan avenue· S. H. Dibble, 637 Michigan avenue; James 
F. Leake, 629 :Michigan avenue; Fred. Feldman, 605 Michigan 
a venue; C. H. Baker, confectionery, 449 Michigan a venue; H. P. 
Lyon, gents' furnishings, 375 Michigan avenue. 

Harry Lando, secondhand stoves, 363 Michi~n avenue; John H. 
Fitzsimmons, cigar manufacturer, 341 .Michigan avenue; F. 
W. Baumgartner, haberdasher and hatter, 12 and 14 State 
street; Burks Grain and Elevator Company, Chamber of Com
merce; F. J. Simmons & Co., Chamber of Commerce; Jno. A. 
Boyd, loan agent; A. J. Ellair Company, grain merchant; 
Cash Buyers' Discount Company, advertising specialties; 
Caughey & Carran, grain mercha.nts; J. S. Lapham & Co. 
grain merchants; H. S. Prince, State agent Fort Wayne and 
Ontario Line and Ontario Dispatch; Geo. H. Braun, architect; 
Account, Audit, and Assurance Company, Limited, 1:>y N. A. 
Hawkins, manager, auditors and accountants; The Interna
tional Amusement Stamp Company, of Detroit, Mich., Lim
ited, commission advertising; American Engineering Com
pany, engineering, N. F . Palmieter, president, D. W. Mason, 
secretary and treasurer, T. J. Greene, general manager; J . H. 
Luse¥, Chamber of Commerce; J. H. Cummings & Co., Cham
ber of Commerce; S. B. Coleman, Chamber of COmmerce; Thos. 
Milsoun, Chamber of Commerce. 

J. J. Alley, retired; C. M. Havens, merchant; Chas. A. Berkey, 
wholesale jewelry; JuliusGmeiner,jeweler; Gmeiner&Schroe
der, jewelers; D. E. Reilly.,. ~shier Detroit. River S~tvings 
Bank· R. L. Polk & Co., puolishers; W. J. Milward, railroad; 
J. H. Smith, brokex; J. W. Dean, State agent Shredded Wheat; 
Louis J. Wohnlich, mechanician; Bennett Stamp and Stencil 
Works, by H. T. Bennett, treasurer; Wm. Partridge, blank 
book manufacturer; Thos. Hill, Merchants' Dispatch Trans
portation Company; E. E. Haskell, civil engineer; M. L. Wil
liams, vice-president Commercial National Bank; Frank H . 
West, printer; Ed ward N. Hines, Presten Speaker Printing 
Company; Weet & Redelsheimer, wholesale paper; D . T. 
Smith, with S. A. James & Co. 

Alex Galloway, with Jacob Zage, plumber; The Western Paper 
Box Company, byLouisDrelees, manager,68W. Larned; Web
ster, Harrigan & Reid, 71-73 Shelby street; C. S.Dent& Co. , by 
G . L. Devlin; Wm. Cornehl & Son, 77 Larned, bookbindE:r; F. S. 
Davis, broker; Jno. Woodhouse & Co., 89 Woodward avenue, 
wholesale tobacconists; C. F. Whitaker, Avenue Theater Build
ing; J. A. Macks & Co., sporting goods; E. H. Pudrith whole
sale jeweler; L. J. Callahan, 95 Woodward avenue; Michigan 
Electric Company .t. by E. Bullock, secretary and treasurer, 
MichiganElectricvompany, byH.F.de B. Cameron,101 Wood
ward_; L. B. Kin~ & Co., by John G. Lankel, treasurer, 103 
Wooaward; DaVId Wallace & Son, grocers, 100' Woodward 
avenue; Pardridge & Walsh, 107 and 109 Woodward avenue; 
The Bailie Coal Company, per Robt. L. Baile, secretary and 
treasurer, 94 Griswold street; M. Gore Van Antwerp, 273 East 
Congress; S . A. Fraser, Griswold street; W. N. Krug, 3S3 Mc
Kinstry avenue. 

Morton Stencil Company, stencil and stamp manufacturers; John 
L. Harper & Co., bankers; Ralph Stone, assistant secretary, 
Detroit Trust Company; A. G. Lindsay, insurance; The De
troit Fire and Marine Insurance Com pan[, by A. H. McDonell, 
secretary, insurance; S. W. Gurney, agen Buhl Building; The 
Norris Company, Fredk. H. Norris, secretary and manager, 
102-6 Lamed W.; Detroit Stay Company, G. S. Brown, secre
tary and treasurer; Rosengarten & Co., 75 W. Fort street; 
H.P.Magel, real estate, 211 Hammond Building; J.A.Mercier, 
contractor, Hammond Building; F. C, Barkenan, insurance; 
J.P. Cummiskey, G. S. A., 'l'he 0. W. Shipman Company; Her
mann Mayer Manufacturing Company, school supplies and 
furniture; Welch Brothers, 313 Hammond Building; John M. 
Nicol, real estate; F. B. Holmes & Co., fire brick and cement; 
E . J. Robinsoni 418 Hammond Building; S. B. Macklem, 418 
Hammond Bui ding; G. Ellsworth Bm·kit, 426 Hammond 
Building. 

G eo. w_. House, sales agent; M. W. ·o·~rien, _president Peoples' 
Savmgs Bank; C. L . Wheelock, aCCident msurance; J. Wm. 
Garrison, broker; C. F. Livermore, railroad accountant; George 
M. Crocker; Joseph B. Moore, insurance and real estate; Geo. 
M. Schettler, druggist; Alderman & Gorton, investment se
curities; A. W. Gla.ss, investment securities; E. U. Donovan, 
general manage~· Ideal Reserve; Michigan Slll;phite Fibre Com
pany, P. S. CurtiS, secretary; Wm. E. Yates, msurance; L. W. 
Partridge, real estate and mining; The A. Marymont Com
pany, wholesale liquor; Thomas Dillon, life insnrance; H. S. 
Weisinger, contractor; Sprague Publishin~ Company per J. 
Oorterno, jr., secretary and tx·easm·er, publiShers; Jas. A. Ran-

dall, attorney; A. Campbell, mining agent; Globe Paper Com
pany, H. Blumenthal, secret.·uy and treasurer; Detroit Trolley 
and Manufacturing Com-pany; Globe House Furnishing Com
pany; Chas. A. King, merchant tailor. 

J. L Carter & Co., E:alt manufacturers; George J. Worthy & Co., 
bankers and brokers; J. G. Wise, insurance; A. Maxwell Lyon, 
manager G. E .. Insurance Company; H. Hitchcock, agent; E: S. 
Matthews, manager Otis Elevator Company; The Wells Creek 
Coal Company, B. F. Berry, president, miners of coal; The 
Southern Coal and Transportation Company, N. 0. Gray, gen
eral manager, coal operators; The Northern Coal and Trans
portation Company, by James Irwin, treasurer, coal miners; 
A . B. Hall, assistant corporation counsel; Marcel E. Rude, ste
nographer, corporation counsel; F. E. Bloom, insurance; Geo. A. 
Woodford Sons, brokers; E . E. Hatch, woolens; Wm. S. Pond, 
general manager N~~onal Life Insurance Com~any of Ver
mont; T. B. Goodwillie, real estate; G. L. Cottington, mer
chant tailor; J . Mott, merchant tailor; G. H. Smith, clerk 
Central Construction Company; The Detroit Refining Com
pany,lubricatingoils,paints,etc.; The Hannan RealEstateEx
change,per W. W_Hannan, 1 McGraw Building; John D. Mur
phy, manager life insurance company; E. J. McKendree, 
broker; The F. H. Wolf Brick Company. 

W. D. Biahop, life insurance; H. W. Busch, coal; T. B. Ray & Co., 
hardware; American Paint and Glass Company, P. J. Brennan, 
treasurer; John McLean, 50 East Elgin; Williams, Davis, 
Brooks & Hinchman Sons, William C. Williams, president, 
wholesale druggists and perfumers; The Chas. A. f::!trelinger 
Company, per J. S. Capen, secretar¥; Detroit Emery Wheel 
Company, emery wheels and machinery; Raynor & Taylor, 
John Taylor, president, printing and bindingh· Bm-n.ham 
Scolpel & Co., wholesale dry goods; The Schulen urg Manu
facturing Company, R. Schulenburg, secretary and treasurer, 
manufacturers of billiard balls; E. Chope & Sons, manufactur
ers of wagons and trucks; Banner Cigar Manufacturing Com
pany, W. H. B.; J . A. Mowat; Harrington Cigar Company, 
perF. E. Hem-p berry, secretary and treasurer, cigar manufac
turers; Monnier Cycle Supply Company, per C. S. Monnier, 
proprietor0holesale bicycle su-pplies; Central Paint and Glass 
CompaJ1y, .tt. A. N~l, ~r; The Muzz:y-Lyon Company, 
~r J. H. Muzzy, mill su-pplies; Mcintosh, Crane & Co., C. H. 
Schulte, secretary and treasurer, manufacturingconfectionel"S. 

G. A. Lendke, shoe business; D . M. Ferry & Co., Lem W. Bowen, 
treasm·er and general manag~r, seedSme~ The Boyd ell Bros. 
White Lead a.nd Color Company, J<>hn Boydell, president, 
paint manufacturers; The Detroit Electro Platmg Com
pany, H. G. Harris, secretary and treasurer, pla.tin~; Dodge 
Brother~, by Jno. F. Dodge, engineers and machinists; The 
Osborn Cash Register Company, Limited, Geo11te Martland, 
manager, manufacturers cash registers; Hygieme Seat Com
pany, John H. French, secretary, manufacturers steel closet 
seats; Michigan Stam-ping Company, John H. French, treas
urer, manufacturers metal specialties; The Schreiner-Yates, 
manufacturers novelti~ .Miciugan Cigar Box Company, by 
Jno. A. Campbell, manufacturers cigar boxes; John Philli-ps 
& Co., Limited, by H. Malott, treasurer, manufacturers show 
cases; Michigan Bung Company, manufacturers bungs; Stand
ard Manufacturing Company, A. H. Reinhold, manager, metal 
specialties. 

Loyal American Cigar Manufacturing Company, N. Van Vliet, 
proprietor; A. K. Sweet & Co., painters and decorators ; Rum.
sey Wool Stock Company, wool stock dealers; Robert Hutton 
& Co., roofing and sheet metal works; John Lauer, machinist; 
Globe Tobacco Company, W. R. Hamper, secretary and treas
m·er, manufacturers tobacco; N. J. White & Co., color card 
manufacturers; Detroit Alaska Knitting Mills, R. Berg, 69-71 
East Larned; Theo. H. Eaton & Son, 28 Woodward avenue, 
324,326, 3Jl Franklin street; Brady & Co., 7, 9, and 11 Wood
ward avenue, Detroit; J. C. Goss & Co., sailmaker and rigger, 
10 Atwate1· street, Detroit, Mich.; Schadt & Mathewson, 36 
Woodward avenue, wholesale feathers, bed pillows, and down 
cushions; American ~dy Corset Company, J. Siegel. & Co., 
corsets; Greenslade Oil Company, T. H. Stephens, oils; Jas. 
Walker & Son, John Walker, 43 Jefferson avenue and 129-131 
Larned street west; Clarence H. Booth, corner Wayne and 
Congress streets; Iforace W. St~ere, jeweler; Geo. A. Blum, 
cigat·s, tobacco; E. E. Jones, 86 Woodward avenue; Elias M. 
Rothman, 00 Woodwa1·d avenue; Goo. M.oebs & Co., 92 Wood
ward avenue. 

Alex. Paton, hardware; T. B. Rayl Company, hardware; Sol Ber
man, misfit clothing parlor; W. H. Bedard, The Regal Shoe 
Com-pany; O'Brian & Co. 127-129 Woodward avenue; Fred 
Sanders, confectioner, 141 Woodward; Daniel C. Grobbel, 
Peerless Specialty Company; Ed. La Danceur, clothing; M. J. 
Ciganet, 49 Monroe avenue, hatter; A. Finsterwald, 67 Monroe 
avenue, clothier; I. J. Keltch. clothier; Grunow & Patterson, 
drugs; Gus. W. Hartman, hatter and furnisher; JohnP. Lieb
erman & Co., 84 Gratiot avenue; Chas. P. Brant, 96 Gratiot 
avenue; Union Hat Company, 10'2 Gratiot avenue; Thomas 
Walch, 104-100 Gratiot; W. W. Bugg, jeweler, 118 Gratiot 
avenue; C. J. Merbach, 122 Gratiot avenue, boots and shoes; 
Herman Spater, 124 Gratiot avenue; Chas. Feldmann.125 Gra
tiot avenue; W. J. Clifford, 132 Gratiot; Jones, Roser & Alder, 
128 Gratiot avenue, leather and findings; A. Qu.'i.ndt, 1.33 Gra
tiot avenue; Brede & Schroeter, painters and decorators, 152 
Gratiot avenue. 

Geo. Vollrath1 hardware; Otto Simon, Jeweler; Benjamin F. Rose, 
1.90 Gratiot. avenue; Wettlaufer Bros., tailors and importers, 
1.9"2 Gratiot avenue; W. B. Jansen, dry goods, 194-200 G<-atiot 
avenue; Spindler Son, wall paper, 210 G1-atiot avenue; Detroit 
Novelty Cloak Company, 220 Gratiot avenue, J. Miller; A. 
Barron, 222 Gratiot avenue, hardware, tin, crockery and &-lass
ware; S. E. Werner, millinery, 226 Gratiot avenue; F. Demzer 
& Son, Naph House 232 Gratiot avenue; Herm. Beese & Co., 
240 Gratiot; C. Jacobson, 2"oo Gratiot: Hugo J. Denk1 picture 
frame manufact m·er; J. F. Weber, lumber; Detroit. Candy 
Company, limited, F. Winter, manager, S. Goldstein & Co., 
285 Gratiot avenue; F. W. Droelle druggist, 271 Gratiot ave
nue; John Benshaber, fm·nitm·~ , 26l-263 Gratiot avenue; Ber
man, Meine & Co. , wholesale clothing; Fred Bassinhuyn, 
manufacturing confectioner, ~251 Gratiot avenue; Geo. J. 
Heck, job printer; A. W. Richards, tea company; J. S . Jen
nings, tailor. 
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Marr & Taylor, dry goods; Macauley Bros., booksellers; Jno. H. Sugars above 16 Dutch standard and riot above 20 Dutch stand
ard, 1 t cents per pound. 

Above 20 Dutch standard, 2 cents per pound. 
In 1892 the Democratic party in convention at Chicago adopted 

in its platform the following plank, which has special relation to 
this section of the McKinley law. That plank, section 4, reads as 
follows: · 

Harvey, managerW. L. Douglas Shoe Company; W. E . Barker 
& Co., furniture, 178 Woodward avenue; New York Suit, Cloak 
and Fur Company, suits, cloaks, and furs, 182 Woodward ave
nue; Newcomb Endicott Company drv goods, 100 Woodward 
avenue; Thos. J. Walsh, jeweler, 202 Woodward avenue; S.C. 
Duntin & Co. opticians, 210 Woodward avenue; White Sewing 
Machine Company, sewing machines; Geo. L. Robinson, man
ager, bicycles and automobiles; J. B. Mulhall, English Woolen 
Mills Company; J. B. Aldrich, manager Standard Sewing 
Machine Company; Samuel Smith, merchant tailor; Geo. F. Trade interchange on the basis of reciprocal advantages to the countries 
Trunk, 2!8 Woodward avenue; F. G. Barton & Co., mantels, part.icip::tting is a time-honored doctrine of the Democratic faith, but we de
grates, and fixtures; L.A. Howard, 41 East Elizabeth; w. c. nounce the sham r eciprocity which juggles with the people's desire for en
Rands & Co., 254 Woodward avenue; Andl·ew Hain, caterer larged foreign markets and freer exchanges by pretending to establish closer 
258 Woodward avenue; The J. F. Hartz Co., manufacturers of trade relations for a country whose articles of export are almost exclusively 
surgical instruments; L. P. H. Fisher, china, 272 Woodward agricultural products with other countries that are also agricultural, while 
avenue; Theodore c. Man, furrier , 269 Woodward avenue; er~cting a custom-house barrier of prohibitive tariff taxes against the richest 
Geo. E. Angell, confectioner, 235 Woodward avenue; F. T. of the countries of the world, that stand ready to take our enth·e surplus of 
Collver, pianos, 124-126 Miami avenue; Goldberg Bros., depart- products and to exchange· therefor commodities which are n ece sarles and 
ment store, 2"25-7-9 Woodward avenue; G1innell Bros., music comforts of life among our own people. 
store, 219-223 Woodward avenue. In 1893 the Democrats came into power, and in 1894 what was 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, the people of my district known as the Wilson bill was enacted. In that bill sugar was 
are especially interested in the measure now pending before Con- restored to the dutiable list and the bounty was repealed. The 
gress. Generally the people of Louisiana, though in a less degree, sugar-schedule provision in that bill was as follows.: 
are vitally interested in the issues involved by the passage of this Paragraph 182t imposed a tariff on all sugars imported into this 
measure; but in discussing this measure I shall not limit myself country of 40 per cent ad valorem. Then there was a differen
purely to the local bearing this bill may have on my constituents, tial in favor of refined-that is, covering all sugars above 16 Dutch 

· nor shall I limit my argument with the effect it might have upon standard, on which sugars a duty of one-eighth cent per pound 
. the people of Louisiana, which in part I represent but I hope to · was added to the 40 per cent ad valorem; and again there was a 
take a broader ground and to discuss this question from a broad countervailing duty-that is, where sugars came from a country 

· rather than a local standpoint. . paying any kind of a bounty to the domestic producer of that 
I may preface my remarks With the statement that from the country. then one-tenth of a cent per pound additional was placed 

first tariff act-that of July 4, 1789-enacted by the Congress of the upon such sugan. 
United States until the tariff act of 1890 no tariff legislation has The reciprocity clause of the McKinley law, which was section 
been passed by the American Congress that did not impose a sub- 3 of the act of 1890, was by section 71 repealed in so many words. 
stantial tariff upon ~ugars imported into this country. I make an This was looked upon by the Republicans as a breaking of 
exception of the tariff act of 1 90, because that tariff act put sugar faith by the Democratic party with the domestic sugar producer, 
on the free list. Yet at the same time, in order to give that in- and that feeling found expression in the national R epublican 
dnstry an equality of standing in the market with other industries platform of 1896. The plank relating to that section of the Wil-

. benefited by tariff le!:Psla1J!.on, a bounty of 2 ~ents on refine«;; sugars son bill repealing section 3 of the act of 1890 reads as follows: 
and of 11 ce:r;tts on inferior grades was paid the domesti~ sugar We believe the repeal of the reciprocity arrangements negotiated by the 
growers af thiS country. The bounty schedule of that tariff was I last Republican Adlninistration was a national calamity, and we demand 
opposed at that time by the Louisiana sugar producers. their ren~wal and extension on. s~ch ter~ as will equalize our trade wit~ 

The reaso_ n for the opposition was that it was thought that a other natwns. remove the restnctions w~ch now obstruct the sale of Amerl-
. 1 l f h f can products m the pnrts of other countnes, and secure enlarged markets for bounty would not meet With the genera approva o t e people o the products of our farms, forests, and factories. 

the United States. Against the protest of the sugar producers of Pr~tection and recipr<><?ity are twin measures of Republican policy and go 

Louisia:na this ?ounty was gi_ven, and then the;re was a provi~ion ~~~ ~ ~~~tab~~~~ra:;~~~~i~~%S:Slles!~~~~:SUoF~~· !~c~~! 
placed m the bill wh~ch pr~VIded that the Pr~s1dent of the Umted do not produce; reciprocity agreements of mutual interests which again 
States, by proclamation, nnght declare a tanff upon sugars com- op~n markets for. u~ in return for our open markets to others. Protection 
in()' from countries where in his opinion a discrimination was bmlds up ~ome~t1c m~ustry and tra.d~ and secure our own markets for our-

. m~de by the tariff legislation of such co~ti·y against the intro- ~~;i~~ec1promty bmlds up our foreign trade and finds an outlet for om· 

duction of American manufactured goods into it, and the Presi- * * * * * * * 
dent of the United States was authorized, by proclamation, to We condemn the present Adlninistration for not keeping faith with the 
leo-islate and to impose a tariff upon goods coming from such sugar producers of this country. The Republican r.arty favors such protec-

04 tion as will lead to the production on American soil of all the sugar which 
country and then to cancel this proclamation tariff by enacting the American people use, and for which they pay other countries more than 
reciprocity treaties with the countries discriminating against SlOO,<XXl,OOO annually . . 
American manufactured goods. That tariff became law in 1890. In 1897, the Republicans securing control of the Government, 

It is my purpose to demonstrate that neither R epublican nor the Dingley law was enacted that same year. The Republican 
Democrat should vote for this measure, nor should any American party again returned to the doctrine of reciprocity, though the 
give it his support. The Republican members should not vote method of applying that doctrine was changed from the method 
for it because it contemplates a violation of good faith, by that which had prevailed lmder the McKinley law. Paragraph 209 of 
party, with the domestic sugar producer. the Dingley law placed a tariff on sugars not above 16 Dutch 

In 1890, when the tariff on sugar was abandoned for the first standard and not above 75~ polariscope at ninety-five one-hun
time, as I have related, paragraph 231 of that bill, commonly dredths of a cent per pound, and provided an additional thirty
known as the McKinley bill, gave a , bounty on sugars as follows: five one-thousandths of a cent per pound for every additional de-

Sugars not below 90o polariscope, 2 cents per pound. gree of the polariscope. That established, the scale of tariff upon 
Sugars between 80° and 90° polariscope, 1! cents per pound. sugar per 100 pounds was as follows: 
Paragraph 726 placed sugars not above 16 Dutch standard, 

which is commonly known as raw sugar, on the free list. 
By parag1·aph 237 sugars above 16 Dutch standard, which is 

known as refined sugar, five-tenths of a cent per pound duty was 
impo ed. 

And where the sugar was imported into this country from a 
counti·y which placed a bounty on such sugars, then a counter
vailing duty of one-tenth of a cent per pound was placed in ad
dition to the five-tenths cent just mentioned. 

Then came section 3, authorizing the President by proclamation 
to place a duty on sugar and one or two other articles mentioned 

· in the section when coming from a country where it was desired 
to h ave a treaty of reciprocity enacted between such country and 
the United States, and upon the adoption of such a treaty by the 
two countries-to remove that duty. The section fixed the ex tent 
to which the President could by proclamation enact tariff legis
lation against such country as he desired to enter into redprocal 
trade. 

Sugars not above 13 Dutch standard and not above 7f5o polari
scope paid a duty of seven-tenths of a cent per pound, and for 
each additional deg1·ee of the polariscope was added two one
hundredths of a cent per pound. 

Sugars above 13 Dutch standard and not above 16 Dutch stand
ard, 1-i cents per pound. 

Cents. Cents. 
·75°--··----·----------------------- 0.95 8 °---------- --------------------- 1.405 
76°------ ------ -------------------- . 9l:l5 89° ------------------------------- 1. 44 
77°-------------------- ---· -------- 1. 02 90°----- ----- --------------------- 1. 475 
78° _. ··-- - ------ - _ -------------.-- - 1. 055 !l1°- ---------------------- · --- ---- 1. :.1 
79°----- --·-- ---- .--- ---------- ··-· 1. 01J 92°-------- - - --·--- ----- -- -------- 1. i"l45 
8()0 ----- ----------- --------- --- - - -- 1.12;) 1:13°------------------------ ---- --- 1. 51:1 
81° ----------------------- - ----- --- 1.16 £4°-- ---------------- ---·- -------- 1. ()15 
82° ------------- - ------- ----·- --·-- l.lffi 95°------------------------------- 1. f5 
83° --·-- -- --- -- -------- ---- --- - ---- 1. 2'3 96°- ---·-- ----- --·-- ------------- - 1. ~5 

fi~ ~~~::~~~==~~~~~~~~::~~::~:::~~~~ t~ I,Hl ::~: :~::~::~~-:::~~:~:~:~::~~-= t~ 
Then there was, by the same section, a differential duty allowed 

(that is, refined sugars, or sugars above 16 Dutch standard, re
gardless of the polariscopic t est, received a flat duty of $1.95 per 
100 pound ) · and then there wa a countervailing duty, which 
in that law was fixed on the equivalent of whatever bounty was 
paid by the country from whence the sugar came; and then 
there was a reciprocity section, which enabled the President, by 
reciprocal trade arrangements with other countries, to reduce 

·this tariff 20 per cent, provided the r eciprocity should not con
tinue for more than five years, and fixing the limit of time-two 

. years-within which such treaty should be enacted by the Presi

. dent. Hence it is that the President can not to-day, under this 

-
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provision, enact a treaty of reciprocity with Cub~ wi~ho~t the 
proposed a-ction on the part of Congress as defined m ~h1s bill. 

When this bill was pending before the House promment mem
bers on the Republican side, in their several speeches upon the 
bill, all declared that the purpose of this provision of the _tariff 
bill wa£ to renew the faith that had been broken, as they clanned, 
by the Democratic party with the American sugar producer by 
the passage of .the Wilson bill, and to ~arry 01.~t the platform dec-
laration of theu party, as I have read 1t a while ago. . 

Mr. GROSVENOR said, in his speech of March 24, 1897: 
There is not a. principle involved in its formati?n, _not a con.dition S"!!g

gested in its ramification, not a. ra.te of duty, not a. prmCiple of tariff taxation 
that has not been protested against by the sugar trust and fought to the 
bitter end before the Committee on Ways and Means. . 

We propose that instead of sending $125,000,000 a yl}ar to the f<?reign coun
tries of the world, most of which goes to pay labor in fhe production of sugar, 
we will make it possible for every pound of sugar that we want to be pro-
duced in the United States of Amer1ca. . 

The Re:{>nblican party comes and offers to t~e agric?Iturists of this co~ try 
this magnificent boon. We will protect the mdnstnes of the country mall 
directions from further demoralization, and we ask you to turn aside hundreds 
of thousands of acres of the splendid lands of all Gf these Stat~s from the pro
ductio:t of corn, oats, wheat, potatoe , and cotton, to be J?Ut mto an already 
overstocked market. to the production of sugar, and g:Ive to the farl?~rs 
upon the farming lands of the country a better market With less competitiOn 
than they now have. . 

On the next day Mr. STEELE said: 
With regard to sugar, I predict that i~ the tariff fixed by thl:s bill ic; un

changed for a period of ten years, we will at the end of that time be pro
ducing not only enough for our OWll consumptiOn, but as much as we care to 
export, and at very little additional cost to the consumer. . 

On the same day Mr. PAYNE said: 
Mr. Chairman, I will tell the House how we pro})?se to. reduce revenue 

when it becomes necesfary to do so, but I can only hint at !t n<?w_, as my re
maining time is so limae:l. yve propose to tak<'? oft_fiv:e or ,SIX millions alear 
of duty on the linen that we ~port by p_rod1:1cmg It 11?- this country an not 
having to pay any duty upon It, because It will not be Imported. [Applause 
on the Republican side.) We propose to raise beet sugar and cane sugar 
enough in-this countrv to supply all our 73 000,000 people, who must have the 
best in the world, and in that way we will take off $50,000,000 in the course of 
a. few years. · 

On July 19,1897, both Mr. Dingley, chairman of the Ways a~d 
Means Committee, and Mr. PAYNE, then member and now chan
man of said committee, used this very significant language. Mr. 
PAYNE said: 

What shall be done with the sugar trust? Well, I will tell you what in my 
opinion is the best way of dealing with it. Establish a beet-sugar factory in 
every dongre~ional dlstr~c:t in the United _States. [Applause on the Repub
lican side.] Gtve competition_ and l<?ts ?f It everywhere. P1?-t the farmers 
over against the trust by passmg this bill and reduce the prtce of sugar so 
that German raw sugar can not be brought in to be refined here. 

Gentlemen on the other side, come over and help us, while we help the 
farmers out. JLaughterandapplanse.l You grangers over there, come and 
help us. You Populists, that go up and down the streets day after day pro
claiming your devotion to the inter~sts <?f tp.e farmers, help us out now _when 
we are trying to help the farmers m this mdustry that we can establish so 
successfully. In this way you will. do ~mething toward de~olishi?g the 
trust. You will accomplish more m this way than by mere mvective-by 
running windmills, and all that. [Laughter and applause.] 

Why should we not produce all of our sugar in this country? Why, it costs 
us, Mr. Speaker, about one hundred millions. We were looking around for 
proper subjects for taxation. We knew that sugar would produce an enor
mous revenue; and besides all that, we knew that all ade!Juate protective 
tariff would build up the industry in this country, and as It was gradually 
built up the revenue from that source will be reduced; by an~ l:?Y the rey
enue will come in more largely from other sources and wh~n thl:s mdnstry Is 
fully established and revenue from sugar ceases the reductiOn will keep pace 
with the increase. The thing will regulate itself; we will not disturb our 
tariff in the next quarter of a century. 

And Mr. Dingley said: 
It should be borne in mind that the general increase of duty on· sugar 

made in the proposed tariff has been mad~ not only ~ increa,se th~ revenue, 
but also to further encourage the production of beet sugar m this country 
and furnish a new crop for our farmers, who are being sorely pressed as to 
our large wheat surplus b) Russian and South American competition. I be
lieve the time has come when the production of our OWll sugar from the beet 
ought to be.and can be successfully entered upon, and t~ns the seyen~y-five 
millions sent abroad for the purchase of our sugar ultrmately distnbuted 
here to our farmers. Already indeed, it has been demonstrated that we can 
successfully produce bee~ sugal:" here, and tpe proposed _duty p~aced on ~at 
article will gradually brmg this about, while for the time bemg affording 
increased revenue. 

Certainly nothing can be done to so successfully clip the wings of the sugar 
trust as to develop our beet-sugar industry. Sugar-beet factories turn out 
their product in a refined form, and thus become the efficient competitors of 
other refiners. The successful establishment of the sugar-beet industry in 
even half of the twenty-six States which can and willsucceS8fully grow sugar 
beets under the proposed tariff would speedily end any sugar trust, and would 
at the same time confer immense benefit on our farmers and all of our people. 

It is quite clear in all of these declarations that the attempt of 
the Republican party to-day, under the management of the same 
leaders who managed the passage of the Dingley law in 1897, with 
the proposed cut of 20 per cent on Cuban sugar, the main com
petitor of the domestic sugar prodi1cers of this country is a vio
lation of faith on the part of that party and its leaders with the 
domestic sugar producer. It is an unnecessary, unjust, and 
brutal violation of good faith. For, Mr. Chairman, if the Demo
cratic party in its passage of the Wilson bill broke faith with the 
domestic sugar producer-and it was so declared by the Republi
can convention-then the Republican party to-day is breaking 
faith with tb.A domestic sugar producer in attempting to foist 

------- ./ ----- . - . -

upon this country in behalf of a people whom they claim ~re to. 
day suffering, and whom the pro~f shows are not suffenng_ at 
all, by fixing a tax less than the W1lson rate upon sugars commg 
into competition with domestic sugar. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have had occasion, some two years ago, 
in addressing sugar planters in Louisiana, to take the position ~hat 
while the Republican party favored protection to all Amencan 
industries it also favored reciprocity; that the reciprocity which 
it favored: as contemplated by the Dingley law, was such an ap
plication of that policy_ as provides for r~ciprocal t:r;ade ag~ee
ment with sugar as a baslS; that the Republican party m carrying 
out the doctrine of reciprocity was to enter into such agreement 
only with sugar-producing nations and with sugar as a basis of 
such trade agreement. . . 

In his speech a few days ago the gentleman from Oh10 [Mr. 
GROSVENOR], in his effort to carry out his part7's be~est to b:r;eak 
faith with the American sugar producer, catechised h1s Republican 
colleagues who, rep1·esenting districts in the North and West, 
where sugar is produced. have been valiantly resisting. the efforts 
of the Republican leaders on this floor to carry out this violation of 
faith; and I desire to call the especial attention of these gentlemen, 
whose courage, convictiDns, and manly conduct deserves the plaud
its not only of their own constituency, but of the entire people 
throughout the United States-! desire to call their attention, 
and the attention of the country generally, to the remarks of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] made only a few days 
ago on this subject. He said: 

I remember the discussion growing out of that bill. For ten days ws Mt 
here in the Committee of the Whole and the bill was discussed. A great 
question arose; and, strangely enough, it Wl;l-S, among other things, the sugar 
tariff which caused the great interest therem. It was the purpose of the Re
publicans in that body to place sugar on the free list, and we had a-sort of 
battlecry-I always thought it was more or lessunworthy~f a" free break
fast table," and we shook our fists in the faces of the Democrats on the other 
side and demanded a "free breakfast table." So it was, however, that we 
placed sugar on the free list absolutely, making no tariff upon the raw-sugar 
product of Cuba, but placin~ a bounty of 2 cents a pound .upon the American 
product of sugar. At that time we were looking forward to the question of 
the production of beet sugar. We also provided for the free -introduction 
into the United States of machinery for the manufacture of beet sugar. We 
had made arrangements for the free introduction into the United StattiS of 
sugar-beet seed. 

I cite this fact to show that the beet-sugar industry was then in ease, if not 
in an assured. condition of success. The great question as to the sugar sched
ule of that day grew out of the difference of opinion between Mr. Blaine, 
who had been for a longtime an advocate ofreciprocity,a.nd William McKin
ley, who was at that early day also a disciple of Blaine reciprocity, but not 
committed to all the details of Blaine's position. It so happened that I my
self heard in the State Department an almost acrimonious discussion between 
Mr. McKinley and Mr. Blaine upon this question, one side favoring a t.'lriff 
on sugar, hides, etc., all put into the schedule, and then left competent for 
the President of the United States, in case of reciprocity, to take the tax off 
sugar. This was a question of law and administration, and both the great 
leaders to whom I have refen·ed favored the use of sugar as a. basis of recip
rocal negotiation. Sugar was then an "infantindnstry," and yet these two 
great champions of protection favored reciprocity in this article. 

There never has been an attempt to establish recip:z:ocal trade with any 
great sugar-raising country that did not involve negotiation looking for the 
use of sugar as one of the articles to be affected. 

The other great leaders of the party at the time took exactly the other view of 
it and argued in favor of leaving the duty off or prescribing the amount that 
should be proclaimed by the President in case reciprocity should fail.. And 
~o it was that we ultimately placed sugar on the free list, providing that 
there was no adequate of sufficient or satisfactory reciprocity granted by the 
foreign States; then the President of the United States might put sugar com
ing from such countryontothetariff schedule at a rate of duty which we pre
scribed in the law. 

Then we went forward, and reciprocity for the first time found an endur
ing place upon the statute books of the United States. And reciprocity at 
that early period of time numbered within the articles that were to be taken 
p~:,session of and dealt with for reciprocal trade with foreign countries this 
same vexed article of sug-ar. Then came the Democratic tariff of 1<94, the 
so!called Wilson bill, which grew out of the defeat of our party in 1800 and 
1892, and in that law the Democratic party placed itself in utter hostility to 
the reciprocity conditions or propositions of the McKinley law and put the 
tariff on sugar, and we went forward through the disastrous period with 
which we are all familiar and about which I do not propose now to talk. 

Then came the Dingley bill. Now, let me tell gentlemen who undertake 
to assault members of this House for lack of fidelity to the Dingley law that 
it would be well for them before they attempt to sow the seeds of discord iii 
the Republican ranks in this eountry, before they attempt to aid the Demo
cratic party of this country to secure a majority in the n ext Honse, it would 
be well for some politicians and statesmen to know something about what 
they are talking about. [Laughter.] 

Everybody who had anything to do with making the Dingley law-and 
there are present in this Honse no less than seven or eight of the members 
who all that winter long following the election of McKinley in November, 
sat down day and night and Sundays in the Cochran H otel and workedon the 
bill which was to be offered in the s-pring-, and they will all remember that 
Mr. Dingley and the weight of opimon m that conference was against the 
high rate of duty that afterwards appeared in the law on raw and refined 
sugar. But at last, after a long contest, lasting all winter, and after the 
sugar trust had been heard, and after the beet-sugar men had come here 
in full force-intelligent men far-sighted gentlemen-the Dingley bill was 
passed in the House. providing for a certain reduction upon raw sugar from 
Cuba and every other country that would enter into reciprocal relations 
with the people of the United States. 

Again, speaking of the conference between the House and Sen
ate on the Dingley bill, he says: 

If we should cut doWll the duty upon refined sugar it would harm the 
beet-sugar interest, and if we should cut doWll the duty on raw sugar, then 
we should benefit, 1t was said, the sugar trust, as it was called. So, at last, 
finding ourselves led by Dingley so far as the House members of the con
ference were concerned, we voted to retain those provisions-to 1·eta.in the 

I 
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high duty upon sngar-with the distinct expectation, which every member 
of Congress had at that time, that sugar would be one of the prime articles 
that would be used in the interest of reciprocity. 

And he concludes: 
Now , I have shown conclusively, and I ch:tllenge contradiction, that sugar 

ha.s been, in Republican estimation and in Republican enactment and in Re
publican discussion, understood to be a fit subject of reciprccity. 

Thus it is seen, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] in this argument confirms the position that I 
occupied when addressing myself to the sugar producers of Louisi
ana, and it is well that our friends on the other side should fully 
appreciate the import of that position. This is said in no spirit of 
disparagement of the former conduct of the beet-sugar growers 
in the politics of the country, but it is well that a man engaged 
in a business predicated upon the good faith of party leaders should 
know exactly how such party leaders stand in reference to their 
pursuits, and should understand not merely what the declarations 
of the party may be, but what the practice of that party is, and 
it is to that that I shall direct the attention of the gentlemen at 
this time. 

This argument possibly in no wise appeals to my colleagues on 
the Democratic side, but as I propose to show that under Demo
cratic doctrine there is no room for reciprocity, they may be ex
pected to stand aside while I demonstrate the correctness of my 
contention and the contention of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] that reciprocity as understood and as practiced by 
the Republican party is such a consummation as compels the 
domestic sugar producer to buy on a highly protected market 
everything that he uses and consumes, and to sell on a reciprocity 
market, which is only another word for a free-trade market, 
everything he produces. 

I have shown by the utterances of one closely connected with 
tariff legislation what his conception of his party's utterances on 
reciprocity is. Now, I propose to show the acts of that party and 
to demonstrate that both he and I are correct-that is, the Re
publican party only favors such reciprocity as will tend to as
sist other p1·otected manufactured goods in this country at the 
expense, under the doctrine of reciprocity, of the domestic sugar 
producer. 

An investigation of the reciprocity treaties as enacted, both un
del.· the Dingley law and the McKinley law, confirms me in the 
opinion that this is so. I have here a list of all the treaties 
enacted. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Will the gentleman allow me? 
1\fr. BROUSSARD. Certainly. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. The gentleman from Louisiana 

would not have the House understand that at that time we were 
producing any considerable amount of sugar? 

Mr. BROUSSARD. No; we were producing about 250,000tons 
of sugar, mainly in Louisiana. It is not ·pertinent to the discus
sion of this question whether the President, unde1· the McKinley 
law, was authorized to impose a ta1iff on sugar and then destroy 
that tariff to secure reciprocal trade, but it is pertinent to dem
onstrate tha.t the policy of the Republican party has been properly 
announced by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] when 
he says that sugar has been the main basis of reciprocity under 
Republican doctrine. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. That was because it was an ar
ticle of necessity and they could traffic in it. We did not produce 
that necessity. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. The gentleman will allow me to say that 
we do not do it now. We may do it in the near future. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. We will do it. . 
Mr. BROUSSARD. I think we can do it. I am not saying this 

in criticism of the gentleman; I agree with him in the position he 
occ.upies. What I am saying is in line with the general argument 
of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], which I have 
been maintaining for three years in my district. 

Now, an examination of the treaties negotiated under the 
McKinley and Dingley laws will demonstrate the correctness of 
the position. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from 
New York [Ml·. McCLELLAN] who has argued that r eciprocity 
was Democratic doctrine, and who quoted extensively from 
Thomas Jefferson, to this fact: That , strange to say, arguing reci
procity was Democratic and quoting J effe1·son in support of his 
position, he did not produce a single treaty, negotiated by J effer
son himself or by Jefferson s AdministTation while he was Presi
dent of the United States, carrying out the doctrine that h e 
announced here. The fu·st treaty of reciprocity, barring one en
acted in 1856, was the ti·eaty of 1876, and that ti·eaty was with 
Hawaii, enacted by a Republican admini tration, placing upon 
the American market Hawaiian sugar in free competition with 
the only sugar of the United States, that produced in Louisiana. 

The reciprocity treaties enacted under section 3 of the ad of 
1890 was with Brazil in 1891; with Spain, not with reference to 
Spain itself but with 1·eference, and it is so mentioned in the 
treaty, to Cuba and Porto Rico, both exporters of sugar. The 

reciprocity treaty in 1891 with Santo Domingo, an island export· 
ing sugar; with British Guiana; with Trinidad and Tobago and 
the Barbados; the Leeward Islands and the Windward Islands; 
with Jamaica; with Salvador in 1891, and Nicaragua and Guate
mala and Hondul'as, all exporters of sugar, are all based on sugar 
as the primary article intended to be affected by the treaty. There 
was not one single treaty enacted under the McKinley law that 
was not predicated upon sugar as a basis of such treaty. 

Now, it does not make much difference, in so far as this argu· 
mentis concerned, that these things transpired then, because the 
producer was receiving his 2 cents bounty, or 1! of a cent on sugar 
below certain tests, but it is significant, that both under the 
McKinley and the Dingley law, with few exceptions, all treaties 
that have been enacted, and most of the la.ttertreaties r emain un· 
ratified in the SenAte to-day, are predicated upon a discrimination 
against the domestic sugar producer. Under the tariff act of 
1897 there was a treaty with France; sugar is not a part of it, but 
I mention all of them that I may show that my position is not 
partisan and that I may argue from a broad standpoint. The 
treaty with France in 1896, with Germany in 1900, with Portugal 
and Italy are all ratified. 

Now, as to the unratified treaties. Let us see how they read. 
There is a treaty with the United Kingdom, not for goods pro
duced in England, but for goods produced in Jamaica, Coacas, 
and the Turks Island, and the Barbados, all producers of sugar; 
with Denmark, not with reference to goods produced in Denmark, 
but goods produced in the Danish West Indies, sugar-producing 

· islands; with the Dominican Republic, a producer and exporter 
of sugar, Nicaragua and Ecuador andArgentina. They all show 
that the basis of the treaty was the reduction of the tariff on raw 
sugar, that the trust might obtain its sugar cheaper to compete 
with the American sugar pToducer. The r eduction on sugar 
from Barbados and other islands is 12! per cent. On Argentina 
it is 20 per cent, the full limit allowed by the Dingley law. 

Now, these treaties show that while gentlemen on the other 
side argue, and I believe they argue conscientiously, that the doc· 
trine of reciprocity, as understood by the Republican party, is a 
reciprocity that does not interfere with domestic producers, in 
fact and in practice the application of the doctrine has been pecul· 
iarly resting on sugar as a baE~is . Sugar has been the main prop 
of every reciprocity treaty enacted, both under tP.e Dingley and 
under the McKinley laws. Gentlemen tell us that this bill pro· 
vides for only 20 per cent reduction on sugar from Cuba; that it 
will not harm the American sugar producer. 

Do you remember that they made the same argument in 1876? 
Look over the debates upon that question. Reciprocity with 
Hawaii wa.S the theme then, and free sugar through Republican 
legislation was brought from there to this country under that 
treaty. Do you remember-! remember it because during every 
subsequent transaction of this character I have had the honor of 
a seat upon this floor-do you 1·emember that when Hawaii was 
annexed to the United States gentlemen on the other side of the 
House and some on this side also said: "Well, Hawaii produces 
only a certain amount of sugar and can not interfere with the 
domestic sugar producer?" 

Hawaii was annexed. What has been the result? She pro· 
duced more the next yeaT after annexation than all the domestic 
producers of sugar produced in this country Do you remember 
that when the Porto Rico bill was pending here. and when it was 
proposed to reduce the tariff by cutting the Dingley rate to 25 
per cent of the duty imposed by that act, g~ntlemen said: " It 
can not hurt us, because Porto Rico produces only 150,000 tons of 
sugar annually?" Yet what has been the result? To-day the 
sugar of Porto Rico comes into competition with that of our 
domestic producer; and Porto Rico has doubled her production 
since. 

Do you remember that the other day when we had the Philip· 
pine bill before us, and it was proposed to cut tht} Dingley rate 
upon the products of the Philippine Islands coming into this coun
try, gentlemen said: "They produce only a little sugar, and the 
importation can not hurt the domestic producer?" So the Phil
ippines were packed on top of Hawaii and Porto Rico. And, now 
we come to the greatest cane-producing island of all the world; 
and gentlemen make the same argument that this island does not 
produce much sugar, and the importations from it can not affect 
the domestic sugar producer of this country. They have made 
this argument on all occasions and on every one of these proposi
tions. 

They have mane it until they have piled up the production of 
H awaii , and the production of Porto Rico, and the production of 
the Philippines; and now they propose to pile on the production 
of Cuba. And they say it can not hurt us because each of these, 
singly, does not produce very much sugar. Soon we may expect 
a repetition of the argument when this Republican Administra· 
tion concludes the purchase of the Danish West Indies. The ar
gument in each case is that the domestic producer can not b6 

·. 
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harmed. Singly, possibly not, but collectively the certain de
struction of the domestic industry must follow such policy. 

Mr. Chairman, putting the entire production of these islands 
together: they can produce much more sugar than can be con
sumed in this country; nay, they can produce all the sugar to 
supply the consumption of the world. I am borne out in ·this 
statement by statistics colleDted by our Government, and the 
proposition will scarcely be controverted by any gentleman fa
miliar with the subject. 

Of com·se this is no argument to meet the position that some 
gentlemen occupy on this floor, but it does meet the argument of 
gentlemen on the other side who are now advocating a 20 per cent 
reduction of tariff on the Cuban product. It does meet their as
sumption that while they are m·ging this kind of" reciprocity" 
they are in favor of protection to all American industries. The 
kind of " reciprocity " which they favor affects only the domes
tic sugar producer. In other words, they want everything that 
is sold in this country, everything that the American sugar pro
ducer must buy and use in his home and in the manufactl.u-e of 
his sugar, sold on a protected basis; and yet, when it comes to his 
product, they want him to sell in a free market. 

It is a matter of easy determination: susceptible of absolute 
proof, that the rate of tariff on sugar as fixed in the Dingley law, 
with the annexation by the Republican party of Hawaii ·and 
Porto Rico, w~ose sugars come free, and of the Philippines, 
whose tariff on sugar has been immensely reduced, and with the 
present proposition going into effeDt, is less than 40 per cent ad 
valorem, the duty fixed in the Wilson bill. 

I do not think any gentleman will controvert that proposition. 
So that we are again brought to the forced conclusion that if the 
Democratic party broke faith with the domestic sugar producer, 
as declared by the Republican platform of 1896, the Republican 
party has not only broken faith with them but has rendered 
their position more precarious than it was during the existence of 
the Wilson law. For while then the tariff on sugar bore a just 
proportion to other tariffs, while then the domestic sugar pro
ducer received a small tariff on his product, he in turn had the 
privilege of buying every product which entered into his life, his 
home, and his business in a market where such product received 
the benefit merely of an equivalent tariff. 

The domestic sugar producer might be said to be in the position 
that the smallness of the tariff on his product was balanced when 

. he went on the market to ·buy what he needed by the small tariff 
on the products that he needed, used, and consumed. Under 
present conditions the domestic sugar producer finds himself in a 
position where he is compelled to buy on the highest protected 
mru·ket in the world everything that enters his household, his 
business, and his needs, and to dispose of his own product upon 
a market where the equal protection intended for him under the 
law has beE\n broken down and destroyed, step by step. until he 
is forced into competition with the cheap product of other coun
tries. 

This fact is so palpable and so significant that I trust gentlemen 
on the other side and the people of the country generally will note 
the unjust and systematic discrimination that has been conducted 
by the Republican party against the domestic s-u.gar producer 
North, South, and West. 

The Republican party has said that protection and reciprocity 
go hand in hand. The PresiJ.ent has said that reciprocity is the 
"handmaid" of protection. That may be true in theory, but un
questionably in practice it is not so. I say that reciprocity as 
appiied to sugar is the '' cat's-paw '' of protection; for the domes
tic sugar producer sees a systematic movement on the part of the 
Republican party to use his industry to pull the nuts fTom the 
fire and to perpetuate the exorbitant tariff rates upon other man
ufactured goods in this country. 

In other words, when the tariff rate is so high upon everything 
that a surplus grows in the TTeasury to such an extent as t·equires 
the pruning out of this surplus the domestic sugar producer finds 
that in order to maintain the high rates on other industries and 
other manufactured goods the Republican party, with the cry of 
"reciprocity," forces him upon the altar of sacrifice. It is true 
that sugar is used to produce revenue when revenue is needed, 
but is also used to reduce revenue when more favored industries 
are involved. 

And for one I never can see, in view of these fa-Cts, how any 
sugar producer can subscribe to the twin doctrines of the Repub
lican party on this question. Rather would I trust to the doc
trine of the Democratic party, which contemplates a tariff for 
revenue, for upon that basis the sugar producer can predicate the 
most truly just argument for a tariff; and a good tariff should be 
placed upon his product, for the reason that it is the article which 
produces most revenue, which gives the least protection, and 
which bears most universally and just-ly and equitably on all the 
people of the country, and therefore is the fairest <>fall the truiffs. 

I have heretofore argued that no Republican should vote for 

this measure, and I have 4eretofore stated that no DemOCI·at 
can vote for it. I believe I have proved that no Republican s"hould 
vote for it, and I shall now undertake to prove that this measure 
is not entitled to a single Democratic vote on this floor. 

I shall predicate my first argument on this point upon the fact 
that this measm·e is purely a Republican measure, and a vote on 
the Democratic side in its support is a vote to further the interest 
of the Republican Administration, which position, in my mind, no 
Democrat should take unless there are very grave reasons why 
he should assist in carrying out an adverse Administration meas
m·e as a matter of essential interest to the entiJ:e country. That 
this is a Republican measure is palpable. The following excerpts 
from various reports recite a part of the history of this bill and 
its Republican paternity. I shall give them. 

President McKinley, in his message to us of December 5, 1899, 
said: 

This nation has assumed before the world a grave responsibility for the 
future good govermnent of Cuba. We have accepted a trust, the fulfillment 
of which callS for the sternest integrity of purpose and the exercise of the 
highest wisdom. The new Cuba. yet to arise from the ashes of the past must 
needs be bound to us byties of singular intimacy and strength if its enduring 
welfare is to be assured. Whether those ties shall b e organic or conven
tional, the destinies of Cuba are in some ri~htful form and manner irreYoca.
bly linked with our own, but how far ana how is for the future to deter
=e in the ripeness of events. 

Major-General Wood, military governor of Cuba, in an author
ized statement recently published, said: 

On the other hand, unless action is taken, and taken promptly, on the 
question of tariff reduction, Cuba will be a monument, not to the good effects 
of our intervention, but to the ruin which has followed the destruction of her 
great industry. . 

The Secretary of War, in his annual report for 1901, said: 
Our present duty to Cuba can be performed by the making of such recipro

cal tariff arrangements with her as President McKinley urged in his last 
words to his country at Buffalo on the 5th of September. A reasonable re
duction in our duties upon Cuban sugar and tobacco in exchange for fairly 
compensatory r eductions of Cuban duties upon American products will 
answer the purpose, and I strongly urge that such an arrangement b2 
promptly made. 

And again: 
Aside from the moral obligations to which we committed ourselves when 

we drove Spain out of Cuba, and aside from the ordinary considerations of 
commercial advanta.~>einvolved in a reciprocity treaty, there are the weight
iest reasons of American public policy pointing in the same direction; for the 
peace of Cuba is necessa.ry to the peace of the Unit-ed States; the health of 
Cuba is necessary to the health ·of the United States; the independence of 
Cuba is necessary to the safety of the United States. The same cons-idera
tions that led to the war with Spain now require that a commercial arrange
ment be made under which Cuba can live. The condition of the &i.gar and to
bacco industries of Cuba is already such that the earliest possible action by 
Congress upon this subject is desirable. 

President Roosevelt, in his annual message to us last Decem
ber, said: 

Elsewhere I have discu..."Sed the question of reciprocity. In the case of 
Cuba1 however, there are weighty reasons of morali~ and of natural interest 
why 1;he policy should be held to have a :peculiar application, and I m ost earn
estly ask your attention to the wisdom, mdeed t-o the vital need, of providing 
for a substantial reduction in the tariff duties on Cuban imports into the 
United States. Cuba has in her constitution affirmed what we desired-that 
she should stand in international matters in closer and more friendly rela
tions with us than with any other power-and we are bound .by every con
sideration of honor and expediency to pass commercial measures in the inter
est of her material. well-being. 

The idea involved in this bill saw its origin, yon will reeall, in 
General Brooke's report while governor-general of Cuba. It was 
upon GeneTal Brooke's recommendation that President McKinley 
predicated his recommendation of 1899. It was the recommenda
tion of General Wood to the Republican Secretary of War, that 
the Republican Secretary of War recommended the matter to 
the Republican President. It was the Republican President that 
recommended this measure to the Republican Congress, and then 
you will recall the agitation of this matter after the President's 
message. 

First, the Ways and Means Committee gave an extensive hear
ing to all parties at interest. It heard the supposed Cuban 
planter, the Cuban merchant, the Cuban banker, the sugar trust, 
the beet-sugar producer, the Louisiana cane-sugar producer, the 
Hawaiian and the Porto Rican planter; and then it was rumored 
after all of these interests had been heard, that there was not suffi
cient Republican votes on the Ways and Means Committee to 
bring the measm·e out of that committee. It was known that 
some Democrats on that committee favored the passage of this 
bill. Yet so anxious were the Republican leadm:s that they should 
have all the credit for this legislation that they were not willing 
to avail themselves of the votes of these Democrats in order to 
bring this bill to the consideration of the House. Then followed 
Republican caucuses. 

In the first <>ne, a majority of the Republicans seemed to be op
posed to the measure, and then delay was asked by those who 
advocated the bill. The President took a hand in the matter, and 
one by one the recalcitrants were called to the White Honse, and 
then another caucus was held by the Republicans, with no better 
result than the first; then Governor Wood came on to Washing
ton, and the sugar-trust agents flocked about the Capitol, and 
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another caucus resulted; and then a fourth, and then a fifth 
caucus, and it was not lmtil the last caucus held by the Repub
lican party on this subject that a majority of the Republicans 
could be secured to support this bill. 

During all of this agitation the reasons for this mea-sure were 
predicated upon the suffering of the people of Cuba. the relief of 
which was intended to be brought about through it. No effort 
was made to have this measure considered until it was certain 
that its Republican paternity was well established to all men of 
this great Republic. 

You all recall that after this measure had been agreed upon, as 
a Republican measure in a Republican caucus, upon the recom
mendation of a Republican President and Republican officials, 
that the 'Committee on Rules debated long and seriously whether 
they should not force this bill through the House under the whip 
and spur of a l'ule limiting debate and limiting amendments. 
But to the credit of the Democrats and those Republicans who 
stand by the domestic sugar producer the rule was made impossible. 

The Republican leaders knew full well that such a rule could 
not be put through the House against the wishes of the friends 
of the domestic sugar producer on the Republican side and the 
united forces of Democracy on the floor. So that. for the first 
time since I have been a member of Congress. this bill came into 
the Committee of the Whole House as a Republican measure 
without limit either as to debate or as to amendments, and yet 
there are gentlemen on this side of the Chamber who contend 
that this is a Democratic measure. I say to them that the history 
of the measure flies in the face of that contention. But that is 
not all of the history of the Republican paternity of this measure. 
Let me caU your attention to the message of the President made 
to this Congress, and to the recommendations contained therein. 

Apart from the recommendation of the passage of this bill by 
the President, 36 recommendations have been made to Congress. 

" Of the 36 recommendations up to this moment only one of them 
has been pressed by this Republican Administration to a conclu
sion. That is the establishment of a permanent Census Bureau. 
Every other recommendation either lies dormant in divers com
mittee rooms or is suspended between the House and the Senate. 

In a desire to carry any of these recommendations has the 
President exercised the well-known pressure that he has exer
cised in this matter to bring about its culmination by the enact
ment into law of his recommendations? He has not summoned 
members of his party to the bar of his court to pas~ so important 
a measure as a law for the suppression of anarchy in this coun
try, though he himself became President as a result of the fact 
that anarchy had robbed this Republic of the life of his lamented 
predecessor; he has not called to the bar of his court members of 
his party on this floor to press the passage of a law to supervise 
the trusts and suppress them in this country, though the Ameri
can people are groaning under the exorbitant exactions of this 
comme1·cial anarchy; he has not seen fit to callhisleaders on this 
floor to demand that they create a new Cabinet office, that the 
commerce ~nd th industries may have a say and a vote in the 
council of his official family; no pressure to pass the eight-hom· 
law for Government employees; no pressure to pass immigration 
laws demanded by organized labor in this countTy; no pressure 
to reduce the revenues which now increa-se the surplus in the 
Treasury daily, jeopardizing the commercial interests of our peo
ple; no pressm·e to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; no pressure for economy in Government expendi
tures; none for the protection of our forestry; none for the passage 
of irrigation laws for our brothers in the West; nothing to pro
tect the public lands of Porto Rico; nothing to furnish the where
with to construct the isthmian canal demanded by every section 
of the country and by every citizen of the Republic. 
· In fact, the whole power of this Administration has been de
voted, in so far as it has the power to compel legislation in this 
body, for the one single purpose of pas ing this measure; and 
yet there are Democrats who stand on this floor and contend that 
this is a Democratic measm·el For myself I can not understand 
that a Republican Administration should exerci e all of its influ
ence, bend all of its efforts, use all of its powers, to pass a measure 
that was not in keeping with the doctrines and the policy of its 
party, but intended to further the interest of the opposition party. 

But gentlemen say that this bill is in keeping with tariff reform. 
I deny that. I deny it most emphatically, and the facts are so 
plain on that propo ition that the wonder to me is how gentlemen 
can be so ingenious to present an argument on the other side of 
the question. Will this bill reduce the taxes of the people? I 
maintain, first, that genuine Democratic tariff reform must be 
upon the lines of giving cheaper goods to the American people. 
Is there any gentleman who contends on this floor that this 
measure will give to the American sugar consumer cheaper sugar 
than he is getting to-day? Not one. 

The gentleman on the other side who made the first speech in 
behalf of this bill [Mr. PAYNE] said that it would not affect the 

price of sugar to the consumer. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. McCLELLAN] who, on this side, has led the fight-in behalf 
of this bill has admitted that it would not reduce the price of 
sugar. Do gentlemen believe that we can make the people of this 
country think that by voting for a cut on the tariff that gives 
them no benefit at all-that such a measure is along the lines of 
genuine tariff reform? Do they believe they can go to their con
stituents and say, "I have cut 20 per cent on sugar," and e:x: ect 
the people of their districts to be so dull as not to understand· when 
they go to the grocery store and have to pay the same price for 
sugar that they paid before the cut came, that there has "'~"'1 no 
genuine tariff reform effected by the passage of this bill; 

As a tariff-reform measure 1 I contend that this bill is a F . ~h. 
pure and simple. Genuine tariff reform does not coHsist ex~J.u
sively in reducing rates, but it consists in reducing rates in such 
a way as to reduce the price of the article protected by the tariff. 
And that gentleman underestimates the intelligence of the Ameri
can citizen when he believes that in the face of an admitted fact 
that a cut accomplished upon the tariff on a certain article will 
not reduce the price of it to the consumer, he is carrying out gen
uine. tariff reform. In fact, the whole contention of the party 
pressing this measure is that there will be no reduction to the 
consumer. 

Then the question resolves itself into this: Who is to get the 
advantage of this cut? Some one will benefit by it. Gentlemen 
on one side say the Cuban planter will get it. Gentlemen on the 
other side say the sugar trust will get it . But all agree that the 
consumer will not get the benefit of it. Which shall it be, will 
the Cuban planter get the benefit of the cut that you propose in 
this bill or will the sugar tl'Ust get it? I contend that the sugar 
trust will get the benefit of this 20 per cent reduction, and my 
reason for that can be stated in a few words. 

The Cuban planter has but two markets wherein he may dis
pose of his sugar, the English market and the American market. 
The sugar trust is the only purchaser of raw sugar on the Ameri
can market, and when the Cuban planter comes to dispose of his 
crop he lills to accept one of two propositions, which I may ex
plain in the following way: 

The price of raw sugar is fixed at Hambm·g. The price of r aw 
sugar in England is the Hamburg price. The price of rawsug:. 
in New York is the Hambm·g price plus the transportation plus 
the tariff plus the differential. The Cuban planter has but the 
two markets within which he may dispose of his sugar. The · 
English refiner says to him,': I will pay you the Hambm·g price 
for your sugar delivered here.'? The American sugar ti'Ust saya, 
'' I will pay you the world s price for your sugar plus the tari.ff. 
The transportation from Cuba to England being higher than th 
transportation from Cuba to New York, the Cuban planter :tim~; 
it advantageous to bring his sugar to New York and sell it to the 
sugar trust. 

In that price the countervailing duty fixed by the law p}ays no 
part, and that was conceded by the gentleman from New York in 
his argument. Yet under all ru1es of commerce if there was com
petition in pm·chasers for Cuban sugar on the New York market 
this countervailing duty properly belongs to the Cuban planter; 
but the sugar trust is in that po ition that it can withhold this 
countervailing duty fTom the Cuban planter, and does withhold it. 
If you reduce the tariff 20 per cent on Cuban sugar by the adoption 
of this measure you create a differential in ·favor of the Cuban 
planter, but as the tl'Ust has the powe1· and does ·withhold the 
equivalent of the countervailing duty from the price paid the 
Cuban planter to-day, by the application of the same policy it can 
and will withhold this 20 per cent reduction of the present tariff 
rate on raw sugarr, and the reason for that is obvious. 

The Cuban planter is compelled to sell. He can not hold his 
crop; while the suga~· trust is not compelled to buy the Cuban 
sugar. If the Cuban planter will not accept the offer of the trust, 
the trust can wait and the planter can not. It is true he has the 
alternative of taking his sugar to England, but there he comes in 
direct competition with German sugar. He now loses the ad
vantage of the countervailing duty and will, after the passage of 
this act. lose the advantage of the 20 per cent reduction. He will 
lose still further, by taking l}.is sugar to England, a difference in 
the cost of transportation between the rate from Cuba to New 
York and the rate from Cuba to England. Even after the trust 
insists upon appropriating this 20 per cent he will find it to his 
advantage to go to the New York market in preference to the 
English market, for in that way he will save the difference in the 
freight rates. 

Now, will gentlemen contend that the trust, being the only 
purchaser, will not insist upon appropriating to itself this entire 
20 per cent reduction if this bill passes? If without the assist
ance of legislation on the subject it now appropriates the counter
vailing duty, which of right belongs to the Cuban planter, with 
how much more reason will it appropriate the 20 per cent fixed 
by this act? 
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But we of Louisiana know by bitter experience that that will I will say to the gentleman that a refinery in the town of Fr nl.-

. be the result of your legislation. lin, within 20 miles of my re idence, the home of Senator Fos .. ·· •• 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. ~h3:t cost $589,000, was ~old the other day for $47,000, with a vi·' , . 
Mr. BREAZEALE. Mr. Chairman I ask that the time of my It IS reported,,o~ tearmg up the ?J-achinery a!!-d carrying it 

colleague be extended fifteen minutes. Cuba. I am giVIng these facts which are withiil my own kn ~1-
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Loui iana asks unani- edge, and yet gentlemen tell us we are not being hurt in t!:ls 

mous consent that the time of his colleague be extended for fif- country by this 20 per cent reduction. . 
te')n minutes. Is there objection? In my own parish over 50 per cent of the production of lr t 

Mr. COCHRAN. With the understanding that the time of year has been cut down, and on the highway you may to-day fiu· 
the other speakers will be correspondingly extended, I do not ob- the seed cane intended to produce the wealth oi that State. t 
jell"''-" ' _ is thewayit isdown there. But I amnot appeali.-~gtogentlerue, 1 

The GHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman here to help us, to take us up. I am merely plearu~ for juotir.· 
d . not object. in behalf of an industry established in that State for <Rer a h m1-
-1'lMr. COCHRAN. I do not object, but I think in fairness if that dred years, receiving the recognition of all parties-De:tnocrat . 
ru .. le·is adopted it should go down the line. Whigs, and Republicans-from 1789 to the present day. ~ 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. The gentleman does not ob- the first tariff ad, enacted on the 4th day of .tuly, 1789, to this "lly 
ject. there has been a tariff on sugar, not merely for its protectou; 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman does gentlemen, but for the purpose of producing revenue for tu:> 
not object. · Government. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. The price of sugar in New Orleans is predi- And it is conceded that this 20 per cent reduction will not 
cated upon the New York price. Yet three-sixteenths of a cent reduce the price of sugartotheconsumer butwillcuttherever;uu 
a pound is taken off from that price because the sugar trust the of the Government $6,000,000 or 7,000,000 this year and twic ru· 
only purchaser we have, contends that the freight rate from New much next year if-the production of sugar in Cuba increases inpr~ 
Orleans to New York is three-sixteenths of a cent a pound; and, portion as it has since the war has terminated on that island. The 
singular to say, not a pound of that sugar goes to New York, but gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] the other day stated that. 
the trust has a refinery in New Orleans, and from there disposes the year after the war 300,000 tons of sugar were produced on t> t 
of every polmd that is produced in the State of Louisiana. island, last year 600,000, and this year 900,000, and that next y .lr . 

If they have the power to cut off three-sixteenths of a cent on if we take the production of 1894 for comparison, the year llmt 
every pound of. sugar we produce, will any gentleman explain to the people of Cuba were not at war with the people of Spa· 1 it 
me why, with the assistance of the Congress of the United States will produce over1,000,000 tons of suga· · r perlydevelopetl !:~ 
in passing this legislation, they will not be able to tell the Cuban it is ostensibly pretended that the bill here proposesto do. 
planter "We will pay you the New York price for your sugar But the gentleman from New York [Mr. McCLELLAN], h·r 
plus the tariff that is charged, but as they have cut 20 per cent off quoting Jefferson in support of the doctrine of reciprocity an1 
the $1.685 for 96 sugar. we demand that you surrender to us this feeling the weakness of his contention by his inability to suow 
20 per cent of $1.68t allowed you by your reciprocity treaty with any treaty negotiated by Jefferson! either when a Cabinet o c 
the United States?" or as President of the United States, undertakes to prove th•·.t 

Remember it is argued here that the Cuban .planter is in a reciprocity is Democratic on the gi'ound that it tends to cu fiH~ 
worse financial fix than the Louisiana planter. But the Louisiana rate of tariff fixed by the law, and in that contention he is <..l l! 

.. planter can not wait. Will the Cuban planter, in a worse finan-1 supported by tho gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SwANSON . 
• ~al fix than his Louisiana brother, be able to wait? All are com- contend that the argument is false, and the reason of its fal ty is 

- pelled to sell, and the sugar trust is not compelled to buy. If the apparent. Under Democratic doctrine it is contended that n-.ly 
trust falls short on the refined article it can turn to the overpro- such tariff -can ba imposed as will produce sufficient revennt' to 
duction of Germany and France and Austria-Hungary and get economically administer the Government. If a cut of the t .n · 
the sugar to supply the deficiency, and so the Louisiana planter is brought about by reciprocity, one of two things must r ... 1lt. 

·is compelled to sell. Either a deficiency i1;1 the Treasury proportionate with the eut 
. · · The Cuban planter, if he be worse off than the Louisiana planter and in keeping with the articles brought into this country m ller 
.:F"tinancially to-day, will be compelled to deduct this 20 per cent that treaty, or a raise of tariff on articles coming from ot!~er 
-.!'granted by the American Congress and to take for his sugar, just countries. 

·as the Louisiana planter es, the price which the sugar trust is Reciprocity is essentially predicated upon the doctrine tha· tll•l 
willing to give him, and the 20 per cent allowed by Congress al- tariff collected in the custom-houses exceed the needs of the ( .()v· 
leged to be in behalf of the Cuban planter will go into the pockets ernment economically administered, for if there is no surph_ :in 
of the sugar trust. The Cuban planter can not sell to anybody the Treasurytherecan benocutwithoutthe danger of defi.denr "'• 
but the American sugar trust. So that this bill willTeally place and the consequent bankruptcy of the Government. If thert a 
in the pockets of thi gigantic trust more than 6,000,000 on the surplus justifying a cut the Democratic Temedy is not in r, 
present sugar crop alone, which amount properly belongs to the maintainance of a high tariff and the· cutting off of a portion ~t 
United States Treasury. by reciprocity treaties, but the Democratic remedy is the re• 'le-

I£ some gentleman can tell me to whom the Cuban planter can tion of the tariff along all of the lines and in behalf of all of he 
sell his sugar in this country except the sugar trust, I shall be countries trading with this country. ·. . 
glad to know it, and I can promise him that he will be looked upon Can a gentleman answer this argument? And just so a" thJ 
as a prophet among my people, and, whether this bill passes or proposed legislation is only considered because there is a sm 1lt: 
does not pass, he will become the prophet of the Cuban people as in the Treasury now, and the Republicans propose to reduce '2!.et 
well. revenue by this false system of tariff reform, giving the ad~ .. n-

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is the gentleman aware that there is a tage of one country over all others in amity with the United St 1 ces 
telegram from the president of the Sugar Growing Association and crippling one American industTy to give unjust ad van tag. ';> t:> 
of Louisiana stating that the planters down there are giving away others, just so when this doctrine is reciprocated by the Ct:·'t-an 
their seed, that some are plowing up their stubble, and that the Republic in order to carry out the condition imposed upo~ her l?f. 
insurance companies are canceling policies on the sugar houses this measure will it be compelled to enact a tar~ law whi~h .~"l.il · 
or r aising the insurance rates 25 per cent within the last two or produce more revenues than nece.ssary to economically a~ ..,t~: 
three w eeks? the government of that Republic or adopt the protective t rtt.~. 

:Mr. BROUSSARD. I am aware of that of my own knowledge, system. . :· 
and I am glad the gentleman asked that question. My brothers For, just in proportion as we derive advantage from this r~CI
and myself are interested in a sugar plantation in Louisiana, and procity treaty, in that exact ratio will the duties on goods con. :ngo 
this year we have taken the seed and rid ourselves of it, and we from other countries into Cuba bear the burden of th~ c~m.ces._!•J:l 
have plowed up the stubble field and planted the plantation in to us. Is that not a fact? The gentleman from Vug1~1a [J..\!.r, 
rice; not because we belieT"ed the sugar planter in Cuba would SWANSON] says that the gentlemen on the Republican side 1:-n 
get the benefit of this 20 per cent, but because we knew that no are supporting this bill are infused with 20 per cent of Demyc
matter who got this 20 per cant in so far as we are concerned racy. I deny that; but, if it be true, does not the gent.J.e~an n
the pa age of this bill meant 20 per cent reduction on our sugars, self propose to carry the Republican doctrine of a .tariff m ex';.:'· 
for our only purcha er. the sugar trust, would say to us," We of the needs in revenue of the Government somewhere else, n~d 
n ow charge you a freight ·rat.e we do not have to pay,· because if nolens volens to impose upon a free Republic compulsory Re-
you will not sell to us at that rate in New Orleans you will have publican tariff legislation? . 
to 'Pay the fr2i.ght to New York and there sell .to us, so now we Admitting that Republicans advocating this mea.s~re a.~e ~-
tell yon we will likewise deduct this 20 per cent, and your remedy fused with 20 per cent of Democracy, they still remamhbetliel~t'S 
is to m ove your sugar to New York and there sell to us in compe- in a protective tariff to the extent of 80 per cent. Sot a. w f\ 
tition with the Cuban product, which we get 20 per cent cheaper the gentleman is not improving conditJ.<inSh~re on. the lmE:-': 0,~ 
s~nce the reciprocity between Cuba and the United States." DemocratictariffrefOI'm,ascontendedforbyhrm,heiscompellin'=' 

. I 

'(' 

-:· 



.... .. 

: f 

~ . 

' ; 

• CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE .. APRIL 16, 

tbe p . ple ()f Cuba to a~opt ~he same syste~ in Cuba ~hat he 
com'))l:.· of as robbery m. thi;s country. _It 1s a !llost smgular 
"~Yo: propagating one's froth m Democratw doctrine to so shape 
f:T!.n! • that at one fell swoop he compels every Cuban elected to 
t~ c u an cong1·ess and the Cuban president to becbme Repub
lic:~~ i.n fact whether they believe in the doctrines of the Re
ptiblk~· partY or not. He can not get aw~y .from this pr_op~sitio~. 
I cont nd that if he wants the Democratic plan of tariff m this 
conn he ought to be willing to apply it to Cuba. What is good 
fur tl: American .Republic ought to be good for the sister re-
p~t·E·· . · 

If :?0 per c :nt is added to the necessary tariff to economically 
1.hni aiste-r Ghe Government of this country, the gentleman calLs 

· it ro·~1loeJ'Y· If it is robbery he1·e, it is robbery in Cuba. This dif
. fe.ret~ro exists, however, between the robbery here and the 
rol;lft:a there, and at is, that this country is self-imposed and 
"tolr.ntary, the power of taxation being in the hands of the rep1·e-

.. nf.at ves of the people on this floor; but :in Cuba, if this measure 
i~ c-:1. 'ed out, the robbery will be compulsory, because, in order to 
~t trJs treaty enacted, 20 per cent will have to be added to what
eTer t riff rate is necessary to produce the revenue to carry O!'l 
the 0 vernment of Cuba economically administered. 

~rr. LITTLEFIELD. That is highway robbery over there and 
p€tl.r larceny here. [Laughter.] 
· !.Ir. BROUSSARD. I accept the amendment. [Laughter.] 

J:Tm , I say that under Democratic rnle, under Democ.ratic tariff 
_ !t!Ctment, there is no room for reciprocity-none whatever. 
'I'JJ~ru can be none. Because the very moment you admit that 
the tariff rate is too high, then the duty of the Democrat is not 
to roact reciprocity treaties, but to- reduce the rate so that a sur
plns h.all n-o accumulate in the Treasury. [Loud applause.] 
· ].Ir. BELL. Mr. Chairman, if it were clear that the people of 
the United States were to get the benefit of this reduction, or if it 
were clear that the people of Cuba were to get the benefit of this 
rotlndion, there might be some excuse for DemocTats on this floor 
jliilling the Republicans in their political policy and :in this admin
ktnt.tive measure. And yet, if that were so, as I undeTstand the 
&.mocratic policy of tariff, that would hardly be excusable. I 
kuo there was a time when the Democrats, or that branch 
of t.l~ Democratic party called the Cleveland Democrats, con
h.ndiP: that in this country we should have free Taw mateJ:ials 
sud r., tariff on the :finished product in order to encourage manu
fad%·es in the United States. That doctrine struck the country 
Ikm c.crats with such an unfavorable impression of its innate 
' r.mg that that proposition was fought out in our conventions 
A.t:.(l in this "Hall. Republicans were so unkind as to charge that 
Prt-sldent Cleveland advocated free raw material because he and 
hl" f i.ends owned some great Nova Scotia coal fields and wished 
to ~t the product into the United States free of duty. Demo
C!'D t , generally from th-e body of the country, contended that free 
-.~.,n~ material was not a Democratic doctrine, as in such cases the 
hr·n ts of the tariff, if any, went into the pockets of the already 
}dbhly protected manufacturers, and did not necessarily reduce 
t.htJ ~~rice to the consumer. Mr. Cleveland's policywasrepudiated 
'h; the Democratic party. · 

I. T'ery well remember that our brilliant leader, Mr. BAILEY, 
th\fc·d most clea1·ly upon this floor that the Democratic doctrine 

·1.9 th..'tt if there is any benefit in the distribution of the revenue 
tarifi to industTies in this country, then every farmeT, evet·y pro
fbcer of the so-called 1·aw material is entitled to his share of the 
JlT• .... f'ction; that if it is a buTden, he is entitled to bear his pro
vn· :ti n of the burden. Now, what is it that we are dividing 
np;;·a on this side of the House? If the question is, Shall we take 
tl:.e tnriff off the raw material imported from a foreign country, 
t"..l!u1e by foreign labor and leave the tariff on the finished prod
l~ct, 1·,nd bring it ov~ "l01·the protection of the ah'eady unreason
nl:ly rotected manufacturers of this cormtry, then certainly that 
i~ not Democratic. You will bear in mind that we already have 
:> '1 ';!~rential duty in this country in favor of the sugar refiners 
that. he Democrats have been fighting for years. We have got 
a l••TV tariff now made at the dictation of the sugar trost on the 
r-.1 '" !'! ateria ,· simply that the trust may refine sugar at a profit, 
t~o-'1 llrave the muclihigher tariff on the finished product, so that 
tr..'! American people may not have reduction on the sugar they 
t:·)·~~lane. 

Onl' friends, it seems to me, have made the most -serious mis
t:t.':.e t.hat I have seen the !rreat party make since I have been in 
11.!.:! House. We found yesterday our friend from Virginia [1\Ir. 
~-:fw.As ON], standing here with a bland smile on his face, looking 
tl.l& Uepn.blicans on the other side of the aisle in the eye and say
i;.!!, ' 'My Republican friends, you are gulping down a dose of 20 
l rtoT C'ent of Democracy." Did not the gentleman see at the same 
'.~n th~t .h~ was gulping down 80 per cent of Republicanism? 

;.. 1-~-~ ;-as ms1st1~g .o-n. taking a tariff off a field product for a manu
·~r.f31 . .. ttrer, and msistmg in the same bill that we should fetter the 

people of Cuba with an .American st1.ttute that made them mendi
cants to our Government. The gentleman will please excu e us 
from the West if we contend that it is not Democratic to take the 
tariff off the raw sugar the farmer grows and leave the much 
higher tariff on the refined product that he consumes, making it 
impossible to get cheapeT sugar. He must pardon us if we repu
diate this new tariff departure which takes the tariff off of what 
we produce and sell and leaves the high tariff on everything we 
buy, even to the refined sugar made from ouT beets. He will be 
patient with us if we balk at casting a vote in this case a invited 
by the sugar barons and the Republican organization m1der the 
false assumption that this is Democratic doctrine. Nothing is 
Democratic that makes the chairman of the national Republican 
committee, Mr. HANNA, chuckle, as he did when you joined him 
cheek by jowl in obeying the dictates of the sugar trust and closed 
our mouths in the coming campaign as to this infamy. 

The gentlemen further contend that they are voting for this 
simply because it reduces the tariff.. I want to say to om· friends 
if, as Democrats, their only object in reducing the tariff is to 
lower the figures in the schedule without reducing the price to 
our consumers-if it has no more substance than that, then for 
heaven's sake let the figures stand where they are and do not at
tempt to deceive the people. This is a mere will-o'-the-wisp, a 
rainbow chase after gaudy shadows; but it reacts on the farme1·s 
of the West by intimidating those seeking to develop suga1· beets. 

We are told by the leaders on both sides that there is to be no 
reduction to the consumer in the United States. It seems to me 
that would be sufficient to prevent any Democrat from walking 
over and joining hands in forcing the passage of the political pol
icies of the Republican party. I ask our friends, Why have a 
Democratic party? What is the use of having a Democratic :party 
if, when the Administration brings forth its political policy, we 
are to go at breakneck pace and join them and pass those political 
policies? It is admitted that this bill, if passed, will take$6 000,000 
in revenue from our Treasm-y; that a Iru·ge pru:t of it will go into 
the hands of the sugar trust, to be distributed as it sees fit. If 
this bill passes, Democrats are responsible for it. If the two 
parties only differ in little formal measures, then why keep up 
two organizations? 

I want to say to you that it should have been sufficient when 
the astute General DICK, in the Republican caucus, said:" My fel
low Republicans, pass this bill and you will see strung out in front 
of every Democratic campaign committee on the next election, 
'Gentlemen, here is your tariff :for the trusts, and there is your 
free trade for the farmer.' '' This epigram from this sagacioUB 
politician states the whole case. You take the tariff from a field 
product and hand it over to a sugar trust, without touching the 
tariff on refined sugar, in which the consumer is interested. 
Colonel DICK overestimated this side ~ the House. He thought 
the Democratic party would be eager and anxious to take advan
tage of the opportunity and say to the country that we are anx
ious to reduce the tariff on refined sugar; we are eager to reduce 
the tariff on the sugar that goes to the consumer, but, by the gods, 
we will make no further reduction on raw sugar, the price of 
which goes into the pockets of the American Sugar Refining Com
pany. But he had forgotten Grant's prophecy of our party. • 
You are taking the raw material that has a differential ah'eady 
estimated, under the manipulations, at nearly 40 per cent less 
than the refined product, put on the sugar schedule at the dicta
tion of the American sugar trust, for the sole use and benefit of 
the sugar trust. 

One might well think from the eagerness with which Demo
cratic leaders vie with Republican leaders in serving this trust 
that in the future it will be perfectly safe whichever party is in 
power,and the trust maybe relieved of an enormous contribution 
to the Republican campaign fund. Why pay when help is so 
willing? The fact that the floor leaders of both parties are trying 
to give the American Sugar Refining Company a greater differ
ential on raw sugar, without disturbing the much higher rate on 
refined sugar, has encouraged other manufactmi.ng trusts. A 
few moments ago you witnessed the gentlem...q,n from Massachu
setts [Mr. RoBERTS] devoting all of his speech in favor of remov
ing the duty from hides, leaving a high tariff on leather for the 
leather trust and shoemakers of his State. He can see no reason 
why the sugar trust should be given freer raw mat&ial without 
giving also the leather trust freer raw material. 

I wish to sound the warning here and now that the1·e is and 
will be no Democrats from the great West who will subscribe to 
the new doctrine of the amalgamated leaders of the parties, "Pro
tection for the fostered manufacturers and free trade for the 
farmer and producer of raw material.'' As long as we a1·e forced 
to pay a high tariff on everything we buy we shall contend for a 
like rate on what we have to sell. When the day of reduction is 
at hand, we shall gracefully submit to the general cut. 

I suppose that those members who do not come from sugM-
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producing States may keep their people in ignorance of the true 
significance of this proposition. But rwant to say to yon that 
there are 20 States and Territories in this Union that are growing 
sugar beets. This is a farm product; and those men who love the 
memory of Jefferson so much, who sing the song of Jefferson's 
principles year in and year out, seem to forget for the moment 
what was an ideal of his life. He even doubted whether he 
wanted ever to have a great manufacturing center. He said, 
" While we can keep our people in the country, we can keep them 
patriotic, we can keep them honest, we can keep them tn1e; but 
if we h2ve to pile them up on top of one another in great ciliies, 
con-uption will come, government will deteriorate, and then 
trouble will follow." He never expected any of his followers 

· would ever be dragging tariff from the raw material of a field 
product and shoving it down into the pockets of protected manu
facturers. He expected the followers of Hamilton to do this. 

Now, my friends, in 1867, when William D. Kelley, known as 
"Pig Iron Kelley," stood on the platform in Milwaukee talking 
of the great industries of this country, he said: '' Gentlemen, I 
want to make a forecast now, that before a half century passes 
away the great Northwest will be growing sugar for the State of 
Louisiana." The people who heard him laughed at him. But, 
sir, he knew this country as a child knows his alphabet. He 
said: "From here to the high elevations of the Rocky Mountains 
you can grow the sugar beet as successfully as they can in 
Germany, as they can in France, as they can in any country of 
Europe." Professor Tassig confirmed his opinion of the possibil
ities of our soil and climate, but said it would be deferred till OUl' 
lands were divided and every man would not have an abundance 
of land over which to ride machines. That time is now here. 

Now, my friends, we have just got started; we were surprising 
the world when this monster stepped in here and checked our 
progress; we have succeeded in getting into the office of the Sec
retary of Agriculture a real farmer who is with us heart and soul; 
we have succeeded in getting a man there who puts forth his 
9Very effort to grow in this country what we consume here. He 
said: " Give me ten years, and I shall keep at home the $100,000,000 
now going out of this country for sugar." He sent his experts 
A> every part· of the country trying to disseminate the production 
of rice in the South, of tea in South Carolina, and of sugar in the 
Northwest. And what does it mean? In my district last year 
we produced nea1·ly 20,000 tons of refined sugar. Two years prior 
-we did not produce a pound. In the State there are now build
ing three new plants, costing nearly a million dollars each. The 
Agricultural Department has just reported that arrangements 
are being consummated in Colorado to build seven more plants this 
year and throughout the United States that $49,000,000 is raised 
for the purpose of developing this beet industry in the United 
States. Last year the sugar production from beets in the United 
States increased 140 per cent overtheyearbefore. I here append 
a report of Mr. Saylor, expert of the Government, as to the pres
ent status and the futUI·a prospect of the industry, viz: 

[The Washington Post.] 
THE MAKING OF BEET SUGAR-DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE EXPERT 

M.A.XES REPORT ON THE INDUSTRY. 

C. F. Saylor, the special agent in charge of the beet-su~ar investigations 
of the Department of Agriculture, iB in Washington making his annual re
port. Ho made public yesterday the following figures regarding the industry 
during the J>ast year: · 

The total production of beet sugar in the United States in the season 1901-2 
has aggregated 185 000 tons, an increase of 140 per cent from the 77,000 tons 
produced during the season of 1000-1001. There were 31 factories in opera
tion in 19CO, according to the census figures, and 11 more were started in 1901. 
There are 9 factories in course of construction for operation in 1002, as fol
lows: Sebewaing, Carrollton, MoUI?-t Clements, and Cro!'!well, ~Hch.; S~elby, 
Ind.; Greely, Eaton, and Fort Collins, Colo., and Phoemx, Ariz., rangmg m . 
cap~city of daily output from 500 tons to 1,000, the latter figure being the 
capacity at the Phoenix plant. 

Other comp:~.nies have been organized with a total capitalization of $49,-
000,000, and would require annually a working capital in addition of $9,080,000. 
According to Special Agent Savlor they would purchase n·om the farmer 
annually beats to the amount o"f $14,700~,-bssides many other crude ma
terin.ls. The number and aggre!late capital of these prospactive plants, by 
States, follow: . 

Arizona 2, $1,500 000; California 5, S3,500,000; Colorado 7, $5.000,000; Indiana J, 
Sl,Oo::J,OOO; Iowa 6, $3,100,000; Idaho 1, S500,000; Michigan 28, $1.4,900,000; Minnesota 
5, $2,400.Gro; Monrona 1, ~00,000; New York 2,Sl,500,000; N ew Jersey 1, $500,000; 
North Dn.kota 2, $1,000,<Y.JO; Ohio 3, 81,350,000; Oregon 1, $5p0,000;_ Pennsylvania 
1, $500,000; South ba.kota 2, $1,000.000; Utah 3, $2,500,000; W1sconsm 10, $3,150,000; 
Wyoming 2, $1,500,000. 

Now, our friends ask whether we appeal to the balance of the 
country for the protection of OUl' special industry. I say J·es, if 
we can do it without injury to them. In France not only was 
this industry protected but the Government itself grew beets, 
whatever the price, until the industry got on its feet. The Ger
man Empire has nursed the industry until thoroughly developed. 

nut we have not asked you in this case to prote6t us; and I 
sh;;oll say here and now that if we could be guaranteed to-morrow 
that this 20 per cent cut would be the last, that the reduction 
weald cease at this point, and if capital should understand this 
fad we in Colorado would not caTe the snap of 0t~1· fingers for 

XXXV-268 

the " cut.'' It is the intimidation of capital and the fear of the 
future that retards our progress. The growers will say if this 
trust can drive you to a reduction of 20 per cent on raw sugar for 
the trust alone, it will continue to drive you. But I want. to say 
that you are now destroying this industry just as rapidly as pos
sible without benefiting any body materially except the sugar trust, 
which refines the raw sugar. 

Let us get this clearly before the American people. There is a 
very high tariff on refined sugar to keep the European product 
up, ostensibly for the benefit of the home sugar growers and for 
revenue purposes. Through the influence of the American Sugar 
Refining Company a much less tariff is placed on raw sugar to 
induce the shipping here for refining. This American Sugar Re
finery is practically the only purchaser of raw sugar. It pays 
immense salaries and very large dividends on much watered 
stock. It now demands, ostensibly in the interest of Cuba, an 
additional reduction of 20 per cent on raw sugar from Cuba. 
This will take $6,000,000 from the revenueof this Government on 
the present stock. The whole benefit will go into the hands of 
the American sugar refineries, the only purchasers. What are 
they going to do with it? They say distribute it among the sugar 
planters of Cuba. Who are the great sugar growers of Cuba? 
The members of the American sugar refineries, and therefore we 
take $6,000,000 from our Treasury and give to the American 
sugar refineries to distribute largely among their members as 
sugar growers of Cuba. And yet we are told that such pilfering 
is Democratic. I deny it. I denounce it. 

The ne spa per men follow these things up pretty closely, and 
they have kept track of the influence of every act of this body, 
and what it has done. Everyactthatyou have done in this body 
or at the other end of the Capitol has depressed the sugar beet. 
It has not reduced the price of refined suge.r; but every act in the 
direction that this bill points has made the stock of the sugar trust 
jump by millions. Why is this so? Why is it if the sugar trust 
is to get no benefit that with every move ~ade here in the direc
tion of the pending legislation the sugar-trust stock jumps up
ward and forward? 

This legislation is in the interest of the sugar trust alone, 
just as the legislation for reciprocity with Hawaii was. It seems 
to me thi'3 consideration ought to be sufficient for the Democrats 
in this Bouse. At the dictation of the sugar barons of Hauaii 
and others we in this House gave "reciprocal relations" rntil 
Hawaii took out of our Treasury $98,000,000 before being ad .:lit
ted into the Union. 
Operation of the treaty bet·ween the HawaUan Islands and the United States, 

unde?· whi.ch their sugar was admitted j1·ee of duty. 

Year. sH~al~~ rate per duty re- (value 9~) to 
Islands. ton. mitted.. ~i:"~~.n I 

Imports of Tariff Amount of Exports 

---------------------:----------1 
1876 ______ - ~ ----- __ , _____ ------
1877 ---· -····- --- -·- __ , __ --··-· 
1878 ____ -- ··---- ----- --·-·--. ---
1879_ -·-··- -·--- --··-- __ , __ ----
1880 ___ _ --- --·- ....• - ··---- ·-··· 
1881 ...... ------ -- .. --------···-
1882._ .... ----- --··- ------ --· ··-
1883_ ---- ·--- -· -------.-- ··- ----
1884. --·--- ----- -----· ------ ·---
1885.- ... - - ·.- ------ ···- --------
188G. -···· ----- --·-- __ , __ --·--· 
1887 ____ . -------------------- .... 
1888 _- ·-·- ----- --·-- ---.--------
18S9 __ , __ ------ ___ , ____ ,_ ----
1800. ___ ---- ·--- ---------- __ , __ 
1891 __ , __ ··-----· .. ·-------·-·· 
1892 ___ _ --- - -.--.---- --·--. -· ... 
1893_ ----- - -·-- ----· -------- -- ·-189!.. ... _____________________ ,_ 

1895 ... ----- --- .. -- --··· --------
1896_ --·-- ------·----- ----- --·--
1897- ... - -·-. ----------.-------. 
1898_ ... - --- : ----------------.--
1899 ___ -- -- .. -------------------
190() ____ -------- -·-- ---- ···-- -·-

Tons. 
10,000 
14,000 
17,135 
20,532 
28,384 
40,555 
50,905 
50,873 
!t3, 601 
76,394 
85,546 
95,000 
99,547 

1J2, 707 
109,686 
129,47'5 
114,259 
136,689 
133,585 
201,631 
224,218 
204,814 
252,500 
258,561 
296,000 

$63.00 
63.00 
63.00 
63.00 
63.00 
63.00 
63.00 
44.80 
44..80 
44.80 
44..80 
44..80 
44.80 
44.80 
44..80 

Free. 
Free. 
Free. 
20.00 
18.00 
21.00 
37.00 
37.00 
37.00 
37.00 

$630,000 
882,000 

1,079,505 
1,293,516 
1, 788,192 
2,554,965 
3,207,015 
2,279,110 
2, 49,325 
3,422,451 
3,832,461 
4,256,000 
4,459, 706 
5,049,274: 
4,913,~ 

... -----------
------ ----·-
------------

2,671, 700 
3,629,358 
4, 708,578 
7,578,118 
9,342,722 
9,566, 757 

10,252,000 

$1,109,4-29 
1,G83,<1A6 
2,288,178 
1,985,506 
2,694,583 
3, 272,172 
3,GS3,460 
3,4.46,024 
2,709,573 
3,115,899 
3,520,593 
3,025,SSS 
3,333,040 
4, G00,900 
4-, 035, 911 

.. 3,662,018 
"'2, 717.338 
•3,217, 713 

3,64.8,472 
3,0~,187 
4,C22,581 
5, 773,672 
9,006,671 

13, 077,506 
b 13, 000,000 

. 2, 826 603 90,9-16, 686 108,067' 770 
• Deduct the exports for the years 1891 to 1893, during which 

period there was no duty on sugar---;···-----··-···--·------ 9,597,069 

TotaL _______ .... ----·------···-···-----···-- .. --·-·-------·--- 98,470,701 

bEstimated. 

It is tn1e that the people who received the benefit of this are 
said to have put from a half a million to a million annually into 
the Republican campaign fund. But I do not see that that is any 
reason why Democrats should jump to the rescue of thi great 
trust. If you continue you will discourage the trust from con
tributing to Republican campaign funds. You will do their work 
gratis. 
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Now, let us see what effect the action on this bill has had. 
Here is Mr. Sherman G. Palmer's resume, January 15, 1902: 

WAR OF THE SUGAR TRUS't'. 

[Press comment compiled by Truman G. Palmer, Washington, 1902.] 
Clu-onology of 1901-2 events. 

Benefits to Cuba if bill passes _____________ --·------------------- •.. :.. 0 
Benefit to ~gar·trust ________ ______ ------- __________ --·· ...• ____ ·----- $6,000,000 
Loss to Umted States revenues·----------------------········-·-·---· 6,000,000 

Ame1-ioan suga1· industl·y. 
STARTING POINT. 

Valt;~ati?n <?f sugar trust refineries---------------·--·--·------------ $30,000,000 
-capitalization of sugar trust.-------------------------·-·------------ 75,000,000 

FiTst et:ent.-Suga.r trust increases its capital stock to $90,000,000. 
Second event.-Sugar ti·ust starts war of prices against Pacific coast beet

sugar producers by cutting prices one and a half. 
ThiTd event.-Suga.r trust starts war of prices in the Missouri Valley against 

the Colorado, Nebraska, and Utah beet-sugar producers. 
Fourth event.-Sugar trust's literary bureau starts to working up popular 

sentiment favoring tariff reduction on Cuban sugar, of which it is the sole 
purchaser. 

Fifth et·ent.-Sugar trust packs the "reciprocity convention" and the 
beet-sugar producers bolt it. 

Sixth event.-First week in January, 1902, su~ar-trust stock sells at $116t 
common., $115 preferred, making value of total ISsue S104,062,500. 

Seventh event.-Janua.ry 15, 1902, Committee on Ways and Means com
mence hearing testimony concerning "Cuban relief." 

Eighth event.-March 15, sugar-trust stock sells at $126t common, $117t pre
ferred; value of total issue, $109,575,000; net increase in value, $5,512,500. 

Ninth event.-March 1 ', majoritf of House Republicans on Committee on 
Ways and Means adopt bill favormg 20 per cent tariff reduction on Cuban 
su9:ars and other products. 

Tenth evt;nt.-March 22, sugar-trust stock sells at $133t common, $119t pre
ferred: value of total issue, $113,737,500; net increase since ninth event, 
$4,162,500, and since the sixth event, $9,675,000. 

Now, that comes pretty near telling the story. Who isgetting 
this benefit? It is the sugar trust and the sugar trust alone that 
is getting the bulk of it. I want to suggest to our fliends an
other thing. You are not doing a thing for the American con
sumers. You are not doing a beneficial act to the Cuban people. 
The good you are doing is to the sugar trust and the great plant
ers of Cuba. Now, I want to suggest to our Democratic friends 
who run forward to grasp a Republican measure and strike down 
our industries to see what the Democratic papers of the great 
West think of it. We are not very large out there, but accord
ing to the report of the Agricultural Department this industry is 
now established in 20 States and Ten-itories, and Colorado, our 
State, ranks in production this year next to Michigan. Now, let 
us see what your conduct here has done. We are now building 
·four sugar factories. Here is a dispatch to the Rocky Mountain 
News, the leading Democratic paper west of the river, on Apri17, 
which I would like every Democrat to consider, it being dated at 
Fort Collins, where they are building one of these big plants: 

For some months past Jxperts in the employ of theHavemeyers have been 
quietly making a thorough and systematic mvestigation of the Colorado 
fields. They report that the Colorado soil and climate was the best in the 
world for sugar beets and that independent companies were starting facto
ries all over the State. 

Now, our factories, s&me of them, are owned by the O.xnards. 
The others are owned by local and outside independent capital. 
I believe we have got eight now about ready to run, and it costs 
about $1,000,000 to build a factory with a capacity of 1,000 tons a 
day ;,tnd half a million to build one with a capacity of 500 tons a 
day. Continuing, the dispatch says: 

The Havemeyers were afraid that a few years might develop very danger
ous competition and decided that in order to protect themselves they must 
own the Colorado factorit>s. They have already completed arrangements 
for controlling interest in the Eaton. The Greely Company at first refused 
to sell. The Havemeyers said that if the Greely people absolutely refused to 
sell, then Greely would have two factories. Negotiations are now in prog
ress for a factory at Loveland. The owners of Loveland factory want to sell 
for one million. The Havemeyers have submitted a proposition to add one 
million, making a two-million plant, arranged for 5,000 acres of beets, and to 
allow the home people to maintain their stock, the only condition being that 
the Havemeyers should control and sell the product. 

It goes on further and states that in the evening they unani
mously decided they would have to sell. Then he went further 
to the Loveland plant and gave them their option to sell or fight. 
Now, here is the editprial of the News that came this morning: 

COLORADO, Sunday, Ap1-il13. 
The raid of the sugar trust on the independent sugar factories in this State 

was made possible only by the announcement by theN a tional Administration 
favoring a reduction in the tariff on raw cane sugar anywhere from 20 per 
cent to 50 per cent of the present impost. WheJ;L President Roosevelt de
clared himself in favor of that reliluction, the independent beet-sugar makers 
felt that the power of the Administration would be used to make it a fact, 
and the additional reductions on the plea of helping Cuba or an annexation 
of the island and the consequent admission of sugar free uf duty might be 
dreaded as a pos ibility in the future. With the club in their hands, the 
agents of the trust came to Colorado, beat the people of Fort Collins into 
~~~~~~:~sd JoLo~~fa};J~I{ ~ ~:!~~!~t~~!e~eople of Eaton and Greely 

Does the Democratic party want to become a handmaid of 
Havemeyer's? Whether you desire these acts or not, you are di
rectly encouraging them. You are aiding and abetting the sugar 
trust in its onslaught on the infant beet industry without a prom
ise or prospect of a single benefit to your people. We feel the 
heavy hand of the Democrats because it is by their act that our 

~dustries are stifled. 'fe complain of them because they are do
mg the unnatural, the unheard of, undemocratic act of going to 
the rescue of the Republicans after they have failed to can-y their 
Administration and purely political measure. 

Continuing, the News says: 
The. purpose of the trust is to get control of all independent beet-sugar 

factories, so as to kill organized opposition to further reduction of the duty 
on all cane sugar and so as to stop the growth of the industry in this State 
even though the bi:riff be not reduced more than 20 per cent. ' 

Now, gentlemen, that has taken place in the last two weeks. 
It has taken place because the sugar trust, encouraged as it has 
been both by Democrats and Republicans on this floor, has no 
doubt of its power to reduce this tariff further and to get raw 
sugar into this country practically free of duty. Now, it seems 
to me that our organization on this side of the House, if we had 
been careful, if we had come together and figured with one an
other, if we had conferred in time before we joined the Repub
lican party, that so many of you would not have committed such 
mistakes as we aTe committing. 

9olorado repudiates the doctrine of" a high tariff for every
thing the great manufacturer sells and a very little or no tali.ff 
on the raw material that it buys, and a very high tariff on all the 
farmers buy and a very low tariff m· none upon what the farmers 
produce or sell," under the pretense of free raw material. We 
object to having raw sugar selected for a reduction of the taliff 
while continuing .the present high tariff on all things that th~ 
sugar producer buys. Equality is equity in revising the tariff 
as well as elsewhere. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CoCH
RAN] is recognized for twenty minutes. 

[Mr. COCHRAN addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The committee informally I'ose; and Mr. WARNOCK having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing :rom the 
President of the United States was communicated to the House 
of Representatives by Mr. CROOK, one of his secreta1ies, who also 
informed the House of Representatives that the President had 
approved and signed bills and a joint resolution of the following 
titles: 

On April 15, 1902: 
H. R. 3084. An act for the relief of bona fide settlers in forest 

reserves; 
H. R. 11409. An act to authorize the construction of a traffic 

bridge across the Savannah River from the mainland within the 
corporate limits of the city of Savannah to Hutchinsons Island 
in the county of Chatham, State of Georgia: ' 

H . R. 184. An act to establish and provide for a clerk for the 
circuit and distiict courts of the United States, held at Wilming
ton, N . C.; and 
· H. J. Res. 173. Joint resolution to authorize the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to issue certain temporary permits. 

RECIPROCITY WITH CUBA. 
The committee resumed its session. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HENRY 

C. SMITH] is recognized for thirty minutes. 
Mr. HEJ\TRY C. SMITH. MT. Chairman, I am not persuaded 

that this bill is of value to this country or that it will be of aid or 
assistance to Cuba. The general scope of this bill, in substance 
and in effect, is that if Cuba will pass certain laws granting to the 
United States an advantage in the reduction of the tariff rates on 
the products of the United States passing into Cuba, and will by 
its legislative power enact immigration and exclusion laws of the 
same force and effect as those of the United States, and will 
establish an independent government, and will maintain that 
government and maintain those tariff schedules and maintain the 
labor laws and the exclusion. laws, that then, in consideration of 
this conduct on the part of Cuba, the United States will reduce its 
tariff rates on the things raised in Cuba coming to the United 
States 20 per cent. 

In other words, if Cuba will do these things that the United 
States requires, then the United States will give her 20 per cent 
advantage over the other countries of the world. And for how 
long? Foc the briefest of periods. The act provides that it shall 
not in any case extend beyond the 1st day of December, 1903. 
And we are asked to do this for humanity's sake. And the claims 
of Cuba upon us are so strong, so says the committee, that we 
are urged to pass this law even before Cuba has a government, 
anticipating before, in the law, there is any Cuba. 

In fact, ~here is serious doubt in the minds of many whether 
such a law would be valid. The sovereign power in Cuba to-day 
rests in the United States. When the Spanish flag went down, 
the Stars and Stripes. went up. When Spanish power went out, 
th~ power and authority of the United States came in. This 
is the law of nations, the law of the world. And the sovereignty 
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will remain in the United States until the United States parts 
with that sovereignty. 

Now, just contemplate for a minute Cuba, an independent 
nation, buying her independence, the very first step in her life as 
an independent nation. surrendering her independence and sub
mitting to permit the United States to dictate the laws she shall 
make. Now, if it should turn out that this bill, in any form, 
shall pass thiS body, and shall pass the Senate, and shall go down 
to Cuba, I apprehend, as I read the history of that brave and 
courageous people, that we may anticipate fairly that these men 
who have made such a gallant fight for all these ye~rs against 
the tyranny of Spain will hesitate and debate some and discuss at 
some length before that little Republic shall consent that the 
great United States shall dictate to it tb.e kind of laws that it 
shall execute-the kind of laws under which it shall live and 
thrive. 

• And if it does discuss this proposition, and there is as much 
contention and as much want of harmony among the people of 
Cuba upon the question as to whether it is of any benefit to them 
or not, whether it is a proper law for them to enact, whether they 
will reap any benefit from it, whether they want to go into that 
kind of thing or not, then it will be six months or a year before 
they will be in a condition to enact our exclusion laws-to enact 
laws similar to ours with reference to people coming to the island
and upon those other propositions under the labor laws; and 
after all that is done and certified by the proper authorities to the 
President of the United States, and the President of the United 
States has become satisfied that they have a stable, independent 
government, that they have enacted labor laws of equal force as 
our own, that they have entered into an agreement whereby they 
will grant trade concessions to us equivalent to ours, then the 
President of the United States is to make a proclamation, and from 
that time on they are to have the benefit of this wonderful boon 
and favor. And what is it if it is ever done? 

Tl:L•gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEVENS] demonstrated 
here as clearly as it can be proven, it seems to me, that the planters 
away down in Cuba, after waiting all this year, may receive from 
the United States the munificent sum of $66 each. What do they 
give us, gentlemen, in return for what we give. to them? If they 
get the whole of it, a,g Mr. STEVENS showed, what do they give 
to us? Here is a nation struggling for all th~se years against 
Spain, and it has at last obtained its independence. Now the first 
step in that independence of that bright young republic is to sur
render her independence, as I have suggested, and to say that we 
who have been patriots, and who have been fighting as never 
people fought before, will allow the great United States to dic
tate to us the manner of laws we shall have, and how we shall 
live. And what excuse is there for it? Why, the excuse for it. as 
set forth bythechairman of this greatcommittee, is that if Cuba 
shall be permitted to have laboring men go into her country that 
they will flock there from all corners of the earth, and they will 
engage in the business of raising cane and producing sugar, and 
they will flood the markets of the United States, and they will 
destroy the sugar-beet industry and the cane-sugar industry in 
the United States. In other words, they are required to enact 
our exclusion laws for the purpose of preventing them from grow
ing and adding one to the number of their population. Why, 
think of it! 

The gentleman from New York [Air. PAYNE] said we were set
ting the little republic up in housekeeping; just starting her up; 
and he smiled like a lover in his benevolence at starting this little 
republic up in housekeeping. I do not want him to be my guardian; 
I do not want him to be my guardian in housekeeping and to say 
just who I shall have come and visit me, just who'ln I shall get to 
make up my household, and just who shall go into the house
keeping business with me or who shall come in there. We say to 
Cuba, If you will conduct your affairs as we dictate. we will do 
business with you; if you will buy certain things we have to sell, 
we will do something for you to relieve your distress ; if you will 
buy the trust-made steel, the trust beef, the trust glass, paints, 
and oils, and all the other things we want you to buy of us. .And 
if you will not do this, then you can go your way. The effect of 
this bill is that Cuba can suffer, can go into bankruptcy, and can 
starve and suffer on until she will come to our terms. Why, if 
Cuba shall submit t o any such terms as thi , I am sorry, for one, 
that all the blood and treasure of the United States was ever used 
to libm·ate such a people. I have too high a regard for that brave 
young republic to believe that they will permit us to dictate the 
kind of laws they shall make, and dictate to them and say;" Thus 
far shalt thou go and no farther. You can accept our bounty; 
we will give you 20 per cent reduction if you will agree to add not 
one number to your population, if you will agree to add nothing 
to your sugar business and other concerns.'' 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. In restraint of trade. 
Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Yes; in restraint of trade and in 

restraint of humanity and everything. The chairman of this 

committee said that we were the guardian of this t·epublic. '' We 
rescued your property. When we came to you we found it in the 
hands of the worst tyrant the world ever knew, and we rescued 
it from the tyrant and we turned it over to you. We settled 
accounts. Now, after we have given you your property, you 
may go, but if you do not follow the policies that we dictate, the 
policies that we point out, you may go your way. and we will 
have nothing more to do with you; you can paddle your own 
canoe henceforth.'' 

This is not the proposition suggested by the President in his 
m essage. Indeed, his suggestion was a reduction of the tariff 
and in such a manner as not to hurt or interfere with any Ameri
can industry. He recognized the fact that it was to be a reduc
tion of tariff and not a reciprocity measure. Reciprocity, as in
dicated by the President, is the handmaiden of protection; reci
procity begins where protection leaves off. It is an exchange of 
commodities produced by the United States, raised or made, for 
commodities not made or raised in ·the Vnited States, With 
some other nation or power which has such commodities to ex
change for those not made or produced by itself. The power of 
the President to bring about reciprocal agreements for trade is 
defined and set out in th Dingley law. And we have not been 
asked to instruct the President as to our views upon reciprocity 
with Cuba. And under the present bill the whole matter has 
dwindled to such small, narrow, and mean proportions as to 
hardly be worthy of serious consideration. Valueless to the 
United States, valueless to Cuba, if not even more-a humiliation. 
I had rather support a measure for absolute free trade between 
the two countries than to lend my indorsement to a measure 
which has dwindled into the insignificance surrounding this. It 
seems that the committee was willing to come down by degrees 
from 50 per cent to 20 per cent. It is a good deal like the propo
sition concerning Porto Rico before the last Congress. It is not 
the amount nor the result but the principle involved, the de~re 
of some men to have their own way. 

Now, how does this happen? As I understand it, Cuba has no 
local taxes or little if any. She has a little land tax, a little per
sonal-property tax. Cuba lives on the internal revenue and on 
the customs and duties that are paid on goods that come in there. ..J 

Now, suppose that all that Cuba receives she receives from the 
United States and we reduced that 20 per cent, then we reduce 
the revenue-we reduce what Cuba has to live and exist upon-20 
per cent. She has 20 per cent less, that much less with which, 
if she gets all the products from us, to carry on her government. 
In other words, in tead of this stimulating any trade between 
Cuba and the United States, Cuba's interest lies in the direction 
of buying somewhere else, buying from some country where they 
will get a larger amount of revenue, instead of buying from om 
country, where her revenues are reduced 20 per cent. Now, sucl: 
is the law in its general scope. 

I want to say that as far as I am concerned, and I think I speak 
the sentiment of my people, I am just as much disinterested in 
this subject as the gentleman from New York, the chairman of 
the committee, and more so. Indeed, he is perfectly safe; the 
beet-sugar factory in his district which he has so often mentioned 
will not suffer, for his State has just passed a law fixing a bounty 
upon the production of sugar. I believe I can speak judicially 
upon this proposition. There is not a beet-sugar factory in my dis
trict, and but a few sugar beets are raised there. No man in this 
House will go further than I will in generosity to help the bright 
young t•epublic on her way to peace and plenty, on her way to 
add another star to the blue field of Old Glory. LApplause.] We 
are willing to help Cuba whether she is suffering or not. And 
we all rejoice that the suffering and misery seen there by my 
colleague, Mr. WM. ALDE...""l SMITH, when he was there, has pa.ssed 
away, and we hope has passed away forever. This is plainly 
shown by all the proofs before the committee. My people be
lieve, and I believe, that this is such a patriotic duty, such a 
patriotic pleasure, that every American-man, woman, and child, 
young and old, North and South, East and West-would like to 
have a hand in the good and generous deed. Make it a national 
affair, take the money from the Ti·easury and hand it to the real 
Cubans, not to the Spaniards, not to the rich planters, not to the 
sugar trusts. Bestow charity where charity is needed. I believe 
that the sentiment in my district is in favor of doing something 
for Cuba, and I believe that if we do something for Cuba we 
ought to do it in a royal way, we ought to do it in a manly way, 
we ought to do it in such a manner as that the blush of shame 
shall not come to the face of the Cuban when he receives it. 

I tell you you c.an give alms to a beggar on the street in such a 
way that you will make him feel like a prince, and you can give a 
gift to a prince in such a way as to make him feel like a beggar. 
I have seen fathers give gifts or money to their children, intend
ing to give it to them all the while, in such a manner as that it 
takes all the pleasure ont of the gift and out of the receiving of 
the gift. Even some men treat their wives that way. [Laughter.] 
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They hang: on to it and give it to them grudgingly. I heard 
a great 01:ator say when you. get ready to give a dollar, let it 
go; spend yom· money in a royal way; spend it as though every 
leaf on every tree were a greenback and you owned an unlimited 
forest. [Laughter.] That is the sentiment of my di.stdct about 
Cuba-to give it with a free hand, give them something so they 
willlmow they are getting it and so it will do some good. But 
the sentiment of my district is in opposition to giving anything to 
the sugar trust or any other trus~ combination. [Appl&use.] 

According to my views, a Congressman represents his district 
and, in a. sense the interests of his. State. In what! shall say I 
shall not attribute to any member anything but the noblest and 
best motives. And I was very pl~ased to hear the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] say, what must have been under
stood by all, that no man should be criticised o:r his faith ques
tioned because he honestly and conscientiously took the one side 
or the other of this proposition. When it comes to a question of 
following or failing to follow the lead of chosen leaders right" or 
wrong, as a test of political integrity, then is our party and then 
is om· country in danger In these days of combine and Combina
tions the danger is the loss of the thinking, independent, respon
sible man. 

We are for Cuba and we are for tM Department of Agricul
ture, and for the opinion of Secretary Wilson as against the opin
ion and policies of Mr. H avemeyer or the sugar trust. [ Appla.use.J 

Secretary Wilson says that inside of five years-and he made 
this statement before the Committee on Agriculture, of which I 
have the honor to be a member-the richness of the sugar beet 
will be incre&Sed over 20 per cent, and he said: 

I believe as certainly a.s I am standing here that inside of five Year'S. if the 
sugar-beet industry is not interfered with, the United States will {lrOduce 
all the sugar that the United States can use. 

Mr. Havemeyer says: 
Give me a free ha.nd, let me a.Ione, let me have my way, p such laws as 

I dictate, and inside of five years I will wipe. the. uga.r-beet business off. from 
the face of the earth. 

As my friend from Missouri [Mr. CocHRAN] just said-and a 
Democrat is just as right as anyone else when he is right, the 
only trouble with the Democrat is that he is never right; at the 
right time [la.ughterl-but he was 1ight in this when he said that 
Havemeyer said he did not care who it hurt. 

Now, while that is in my mind the gentleman from Missomi 
[Mr. CoCKRAN} was appealing to the House and asking if we 
would join him in putting down the ·b:ust. I want to say to my 
:fiiend that we will join him in putting down the trusts if he will 
follow out the suggestion of the resolution introduced by the gen
tleman from Ma~chusetts [Mr. NAPHEN], a Democrat from the 
bdght and intelligent city of Boston, providing for an amend
ment to the Federal Constitution giving the Congress of the 
United States the dght to pass laws regulating and controlling 

· trusts. Mr. N APHEN introduced that resolution in the Fifty-sixth 
Congress and it was put to sleep by the gentlemen on the other side 
of the Chamber. A Republican member reported the resolution 
out of the committee, and I remember well that when the resolu
tion was called only one Democrat on the other side had the man
hood to stand up and vote in favor of amending the Constitution 
pennitting Congress. to regulate trusts. 

I am one of the infant statesmen--one of the "sophomores." 
I am not one of the chosen leaders of the party. But I will 
tell you what I will do; I will ote for it. But you better quit 
using barbed-wire fence. Come to Addan and get some Lamb 
woven-wi1:e fence, Page steel-wire fence, not made nor con
trolled by the trusts, but standing above the trust and defy
ing it_ 

Mr. COCHR.A.J.1". Hav~ you anyj.dea. that a majority of your 
party would so vote? 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. I can not speak on that proposition. 
But I see that my time is fast going, a11d I must hm·ry on. 

I do. not want. to say anything unkind of anyone. I do not in
tend to cdticise this committee. But I wish to say that I am nQt 
one of those who believe that the Republican party is going to 
wreck and ruin. I can not see those ghosts that my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVE..~OR] saw coming up over the footboard and 
which he held up here to warn us-Democratic spooks! [Laugh
ter.] He warned us of the possibility of Democratic victory--of 
the danger of our pitching into the Administration. He told us 
that every vote against this measure was a vote against the Presi
dent. And he said that my friend and colleague, Wl\1. ALDru
S:lliTH: as well as myself, '\'?as not" <L.---y behind the e&·s." [Laugh
ter.] Well I will tell you one thing~ I would rathm· be in that 
condition than dry in front of the ears or dry over the ears. 
[Laughter.] It is true we are young; and the gentleman from 
New York accused me of not having been here long I am not ta 
blame for that. I came here just as soon as the people would let 
me come. [Laughter.] And when I asked him. a question, he 
said " GQ 'way back and sit down; you are young and vealish." 

Mr. PAYNE rose. 
Mr. HENRY -c. S:rtiiTH. I am always glad to listen· to the 

gentleman. He is my Congressman. I am proud of him. I am 
always glad to act with him when I think he is right, just as he 
is glad to act with the President when he thinks the President is 
dght, and is ready to oppose him when he thinks he is wrong. 

But I have always heard it is a good thing. when we are in 
doubt, to "search the Scriptures ,.-that good old book that we 
all read at our mother's knee-the book that is able to guide us 
aright in every path of life. That is my sheet anchor. On Sun
day last I took this book down and I began to look over these 
" vealy" statements these s ::>I-~omorical addresse , these college 
orations of these embryo statesmen. Do you know that the Sa
viour of the "World was accused of that same thing of which the 
gentleman from New York has accused us here? He lived only 
thirty-three years on this earth. Had he appeared before the 
Ways and Means Committee and attempted to suggest any 
changes in the policy of that committee he would have been in
structed bz my friend ft·om New York to .. go 'way back and sit 
down." LLaughter.] And the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRos
VE~OR] would haye said,' Me, too." 

Was it not remarkable that the gentleman from Ohio said: 
I would not stand 50 p ar cen4 L would not stand 40 per cen4 I would not 

stand 25 p3r cent; but 20 per cent, that is just exactly the figure which will 
not hurt the sugar business at home and will help the Cuoons. 

Is not that a little remarkable? Why, gentlemen, this great 
committee came within 5 per cent of losing the support of the 
gentleman from Ohio. I ten you ge:ntlemen, it was a close 
call. Talk abmrt your 'divine ratio" of 16 to 1. Here we have 
an equally divine percentage-just 20 per cent. [Applause.] 

But I must come back to what I was jnst about to read from 
the Scriptures: 

Purge out, therefore, the old leaven, that ye may be a new paste, as ye are 
unleavened. 

Therefore let us feast not with old lea>en nor with the leaven of malice 
and wickedness, but with unleavened bread of sincerity and truth. 

[Applause.) 
As I just said, I am not alarmed about the future of the R epub

lican party in Michigan. Our Republicanism is 1·ock rooted, as 
firm as om· everlasting hills as enduring as our wealth of min
eral, as constant a8 our inland4iieas, which surround her as a zone 
of beauty~ Why, the Republican party was born in Michigan
born in my district. Under the oaks at Jackson, in nature s 
cathedral, 'mid the songs of birds and the fragrance of flowers, 
our party was born. It was a bil'th of pm-ity, and pure the party 
will continue. [Applause.] . 

Now, before I close I want to refer to what was said here in 
regard to my friend and colleague, WM. ALDEN 81IITH. L et me 
say, gentlemen, there is nothing to be made by abusing us young 
fellows. We are going to. be old some day. You are not going 
to get any converts by calling us pettifoggers and "embryo 
statesmen, sr or by telling us to 'go 'way back and sit down." 
Nor is it necessru:y that you suggest to us that you will not let us 
stay here; that we are going to be defeated if we do· not follow 
your lead and do what you suggest. Gentlemen there is nothing 
to be made by heaping-! do not want to say abuse, but by using 
such language or terms as were used in regard to my bTother and 
colleague, WM. ALnE:~ SMITH. 

I always feel ready to defend and stand up for the Smith fam
ily. [Applause.] You know that in the Garden of Eden, when 
all were pure and sinless, the Lord said" We will start this thing 
right; we will caJl everybody Smith; and then as soon as they 
begin to go wrong, we will call them PAYNE, or DALZELL, or some
thing of that kind." [Laughter.] 

But my friend here was mistaken when he talked about WM. 
ALDEN SMITH delivering a college oration that he had committed 
to memory. I want to tell you something about the college 
at which he graduated. He graduated in the school of common 
sense, in the school of experience, and he took a post-graduate 
com·se in the school of hard knocks. [Applause.] 

A townsman, a neighboT of mine, when he was United States 
marshal of the State of Michigan, found that boy a barefooted 
boy Selling newspapru:s and popcorn on the streets of a great city, 
supporting his widowed mother, and he was fascinated with him. 
He took an interest in him and got his mother's consent to take 
him to Lansing, the· capital of the State of Michigan, had him 
appointed a page, and that boy went on n·om page to messenger, 
from messenger to clerk,. from clerk to lawyer from lawyer to 
business man, until he owns. a block in the city of Grand Rapids. 
and has been the general cotmsel of one of the largest railroads 
in this country, an,d he won his way unaided to the Congress of 
the United States. [Applause.] Without one hand to uplift or 
aid he cante here and by and by-he is a young man yet, but he 
is growing-when he gets dry behind the ears [laughter], the gen
tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] will love respect, and honor 
him as the State of Michigan loves, respects, and honors him to
day. [Applause.] 

• I 



• 

1902. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. .4277 
But as I was saying, this is a terribly little thing when you 

come to get down to it~ isn't it? What is there left for a lot of big 
men, able-bodied men, a great committee of this House, to be 
bothered with? Thexe is a question as to whether any Cuban planter 
will ever get one penny of benefit from this; and I want to say to 
yon that if this was a Democratic measure in a Democratic 
House, originating on the other side of the Chamber as it natu
rally would, being a Democratic measure as I believe, I would 
like to hear my friend from Pennsylvania [11fr. DALZELL] and 
my friend from New York [:Mr. PAYNE] and my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVE...~OR], and all these other gentlemen, ridiculing it 
out of the House. Do yon know, every time I think of it my 
attention is called to this poem of FrankL. Stanton's, which I will 
read: • 

Sich a li'l' feller, en h e settin' up so wise! 
Say he like his daddy. but he got his mammy's eyes; 
Angel tuk and drap him fum a w~dow in de skies-

By-bye, honey, twcll de mawnin'. 
Sich a li'l' feller in do cunnin'es' er close! 
S:ty he love his cfuddy, but his mammy's what he knows! 
Foun' him in de springtime, and dey tuck him fer a rose-

By-bye, hoooy, twell de ma.wnin'. 
Sich a li'l' feller, en he fu.lkin' like a man! 
By-bye, by-bye, kiss yo' Wl' han'; 
Lots er li'l' chillun in de sleepy lan'-

By-bye, honey, twell de mawnin. 
[Applause.] . 
That, my friends, is just about what the Cubans will think of 

this wonderful proposition, if it ever gets down there, in my judg
ment. But they say, and the reason they urge it here, is because 
they say the President of the United States wants it. 

The friends of this measure try to get support for it on the claim 
that the President has his heart set upon its passage, and the friends 

• of the bill have said that a vote against it is a vote against the 
President, and a vote against it is a slap at the Administration. 
I deny both. I deny that the Prl:!sident is tenacious about this bill. 

Now, gentlemen, I want to submit that I deny that he wants it. 
I deny that it is at his heart tO urge this, and I say that, accord
ing to my judgment, President Roosevelt is too grand, too noble, 
and too patriotic to ever attempt to force legislation through this 
body the way it is intimated; and if there is no other reason why 
this should become a law than that the President of the United 
States wants it, it ought not to become a law. 

Why, gentlemen, the e are three branches to this Government; 
but I want to say, in passing, that when the next presidential 
election comes you will find that no Democratic Congressmen 
come from Michigan; that we send back 12 Republicans all the 
time. You will find Michigan standing elbow to elbow with 
Ohio and Pennsylvania and with any other Republican State for 
the Republican platform and the Republican candidates. (Ap
plause.] We can fight and kiss and make up. [Laughter.] We 
are for harmony. I was about to say that there are three branches 
to this Government, which I learned early; there ought to be 
anyhow. ' 

Mr. BARTLETT. Used to be. 
Mr. HENRY C. S~llTH. Used to be in the old Constitution. 

(Laughter.] Now, we, as one of those branches, make the laws, 
and we do not make the laws the President of the United States 
tells us to make. We make the laws that our judgment dictates; 
the laws that om· reason tells us are the proper laws. Then those 
laws go over to the Supreme Court and that court interprets the 
law, and after the law is made by us and interpreted by the court 
the Executive enforces the law. Now, what is his power under 
the Constitution? and I want to submit it to you. I r ead from 
article 2, section 3: 

He shall from time to time give to the Congress-
1\Ir. BARTLETT. Does the gentleman think the Constitution 

is good Republican doctrine? 
1\fr. HENRY C. SMITH. Certainly; and there is just this dif

ference between you and me about that. We stick to the real 
Constitution. ''The spirit of the law maketh alive," as that same 
good book says, "but the letter of the law killeth." and it is the 
letter of the law that you follow. A Democrat was on a boat one 
time, going across the ocean with his wife, and there was a great 
storm arose, which swept over the deck. Somehow or other, when 
they left home they thought it would be convenient to take along 
the maiTiage certificate-did not know but some question might 
be asked. And by and by the storm swept his wife overboard. 
He was on deck, and they were trying to fish her out, and finally 
the case seemed to be desperate, and he said, "1\fr. Sailor, if you 
can not save my wife, for God's sake save the marriage certifi
cate." [Laughter.] That is what you say, that you want just 
the certificate, just the letter of the law, the letter of the Consti-
tution. Now, what does this say? . 

He shall from time to time give to the Congress information of the state of 
the Union, and recommend-

That is all, just recommend- • 
recommend for their considern tion such measures as he shall judge necessary 
and _expedient. 

Now, this is -one of the things that he judged to be necessary 
and one of the things that he judges to be expedient. 

Now he has recommended another thing that be thinks is nec
essary and that he judges to be expedient, the irrigation of the 
arid lands. I ask whether our leaders here will report out any 
bill for the irrigation of arid lands? I want to say that that is a 
proposition which is as n~r the President's heart as any other 
that he mentions in his message. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman does not seem to know that that 
irrigation bill has already been reported. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Ob, we~l. reporting it does not 
amount to anything. Y on"Will never bring it to a vote. Report
ing it is a harmless e:atertainment. 

Mr. PAYNE. It does not belong to our committee. 
Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Certainly not. There will be some 

way of shutting it out. It does not belong to your committee; 
but the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] has the 
right to ,Pring in any kind of a rule which will even make water 
run np hill n.nd irrigate all the arid lands of the Far West. 
[Laughter.] But I just want to make a prediction. This is one 
of these ghosts that my friend from Ohio [Mr. GROSVE.~OR] speaks 
about peeking up over the footboard of my bed. That ghost, in 
my judgment, is that that arid-land proposition of the President 
will never see the light of day in this Congress, and if it does 
there will not be five men on this side of · the Rocky 1\Ionntains 
who will vote for it. Now, the gentleman is just like the rest of 
us-just exactly. When he thinks the President is right, then he 
is with him. When he thinks he is not right, the gentleman is 
not with him; and that is just exactly my proposition. The Presi
dent does not represent my• district. I wish he did. He could 
get a nomination up there to-day~ even with this beet-sugar agi
tation. There is no question about that. 

And I say, too, that I believe the President of the United States 
r epudiates the use of his name and the use of the argument that 
he desires the passage of this bill and the use of such statements 
for the pm-pose of inducing members of this House to support 
this measure, and I protest against the use of such means to bol
ster· up this proposition. It shows the weakness of the cause, the 
weakness of the supporters of this measure, when the great lead
ers of the party in this House, who have led the party for all these 
years and shaped the policy of our Government for the eternal 
good of the race, must now make appeal to the President and ask 
him by his influence to lobby their bill through; and appeal to 
the Speaker of the House~ to whom members are daily under 
obligation, and to warn them that they will lose their river and 
harbor appropriation and their pet measures in which their con
stituents are interested, as we see stated in the newspapers and 
not denied. • 

Appeal to the chairmen of other committees, and even angle 
across the aisle of this Chamber for support from the Democratic 
side; and the newspapers state that the Crumpacker resolution 
for an investigation of the Southern election frauds may sleep the 
sleep that knows no waking if the Congressmen from the States 
where the investigation is to take place will only rally to the sup
port of this bill which the Cubans repudiate, which the friends 
of the measure state will do no good, and which can not result in 
benefit to the United States. The proposition will not stand alone. 
It must be bolstered up by influence. It can not go through on 
its merits. · 

Ninety per cent of the Republicans in this House, away down . 
in the bottom -of their honest hearts, unbiased and uninflu
enced by the means and influences I have mentioned, repudiate 
the measm·e. They say so openly~ shamefaced. The only ex
cuse they make for supporting it is that they must follow the 
committee; that they do not want to be out of harmony with the 
leaders; that it is uncomfortable to dwell in a tent where there 
is a want of harmony. 

The same tactics were used to pass the Pori.!() Rican bm in the 
last Congress. Members of Congress were asked by the leaders 
to go and see the President. They visited him until President 
McKinley, noblest of the dead or the living, was driven from-his 
"plain duty," as he saw it, and as he penned it in his message on 
parchment, in unfading ink, to last forever. And he did it all1n 
the interest of party harmony. And now, not content to appeal 
to the President, to appeal to the Speaker, to appeal to chairmen 
of committees to bring in the members of their committee, to ap
peal to Democrats on the other side, appeal is also made to the 
memory of the dead President to induce support to the measure. 
In the name of all that is sacred, what argument is there in all 
of this? 

In the language of Shakespeare-
When went there by a. day before when one who spoke of Rome could say, 

There dwells within her walls only one man? 

lt is not a question of House rilles; it is a question of ourselves. 
Under the rilles of the House we have the power to prevent the 
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consideration of any measure. It is simply a question of back
bone-a question of having as much stability as a piece of boneless 
liver. 

Another proposition, another reason for the support of the bill, 
another ghost held up, urged by the committee, urged by the wit
nesse who live in Boston and other large cities, in million-dollar 
mansions, who own sugar plantations in Cuba, or sugar-refinery 
stock here, urged by the president of the new republic, who doea 
not live there but who contemplates going down to be inaugurated, 
and contemplates if hjs bu~iness interests will permit and he can 
leave his New Jersey home and business, serving them for one 
year, is that the United States has some duty to perform and is 
under some obligation because of the Platt amendment attached 
to their constitution. I quote that amendment, as follows: 

Thn,t the government of Cuba. shall never enter into any treaty or other 
compact with any foreign power or powers which will impair or tend to im
pair the independence of Cuba, nor in any manner authorize or permit any 
foreign power or powera to obtain by colonization or for military or na\a.l 
purposes or otherwise lodgment in or control over any p ortion of said island. 

And I submit that there is not one word in that amendment 
that in any manner hampers Cuba in her commercial relations 
with any country in this world. It simply provides that she shall 
not enter into any treaty which will impair her independence or 
permit any foreign power to obtain control over the island. 

Another thing urged is that Pres1dent McKinley made some 
kind of a promise. but the proofs 'before the hearing show that 
the President told them that he had no power to make such 
promise. 

The proof before the committee showed that there was no suf
fering in the island of Cuba, but thq.t, on the contrary, Cuba had 
never experienced such prospe;rity as she wa-s now enjoying. It 
is said that the best witness is a confessing litigant. Upon this 
question I am content to quote from the report made by the com
mittee which 'favors this bill. On page 2 of that report it is 
stated: 

Since the war, under our administration, she has recuperated in a wonder
ful degree. During the past three years her great industry, the production 
of sugar, has multiplied threefold. 

Now, I want to submit that if the farmers and the other busi
ness men of the United States have increased their business three
fold in the past three years, and if the laboring man in this coun
try has dm·ing that time improved his condition threefold, then 
certain it is that we have prospered in this country under protection 
to the American farmer, protection to the American manufac
tm·er, and protection to American interests '' far beyond the 
dreams of avarice.'' 

Again, on the same page in that report it is stated that-
It is true that labor in Cuba is and for the past three months has b een, 

fully employed at fair wages; that there has been no famine or distress. 
And it appeared in the hearings that common farm laborers re

ceived from $23 to $26 per month and board; that there wa-s not a 
man in Cuba willing to work who could not be employed and at 
better wages than ever before paid in the history of that land. 

The statement of Mr. Machado, sugar planter of Cuba, on page 
445 of the hearings, is as follows: 

The statement has been made here that all our laborers are employed at 
good wages and that therefore there can be no misery in Cuba. There lies 
precisely the r eason why Cuba can not make much more sugar than it is 
making now. We have not population enou~h to attend to cane growing and 
manufacturing- , the cultivation of other articles like tobacco and veget.'tbles, 
and the breeding of cattle to a greater extent than these things are done to
day, and that is why our laborers are all employed at high wa~es. To grow 
the present amount of cane some 500,000 acres of land must oe cultivated. 
One man can not attend to more than 3 acres on an a\erage, and there you 
have alrPady 150,000men employed. To double our crop we must have 300,000 
laborers in the field, working- only in cane. Where are these men in a country 
of about one and a ha.lf millions inba.bitants all told? 

This is a rosy picture, and also shows what I have before said, 
that if Cuba is to pass such laws as that she then can not develop 
and add to her population; her progress will be r etarded. 

And in the report of the committee, on page 4, it is stated that 
it is impossible for Cuba to increase her production of sugar
unle3s she was able to import more laborers. For this reason the require
ment was placed in the bill that she should adopt immigration and exclusion 
laws as restrictive as our own laws on these subjects. 

Let u..<; briefly review the witnesses who appeared l>efore the 
committee favoring reciprocity. They are as follows: 

E. F . Atkins, Boston, Mass., representing American associated 
interests of Cuba; C. P. Armstrong, of the New York Produce 
Exchange; Col. T. H. Bliss, collector of the port of Ha.bana, Cuba; 
W. R. Corwine, r epresenting the Merchants' Association in New 
York; R. B. Hawley, representing American and Cuban sugar 
interest ; Howell, Son & Co., sugar commi sion merchants, New 
York; Hugh Kelley, New York, sugar merchant; National Sugar 
Refining Company; Charles Rabadan. New Ym·k Produce Ex
change; Evan Thomas, ex-president same; F. B. Thurber, presi
dent United States Export Association; L. V. De Abad, of Cuba, 
civil engineer; F. P . Macado, planter; Miguel Mendoza, of Ha
bana, planter; Louis V. Place, sugar commission merchant, and 
sugar planters of the provinces of Santiago and Puerto Principe, 

who are represented by Mosle Brothers, of New York, as their 
agents. 

Those against reciprocity take up nearly three pages in the in
dex, and they are all producers-Americans interested in this 
American product. The iniquity of the whole thing and the evil 
of it: to my mind, is the false claims and pretenses as to the pur
pose of the act. Above and beyond all there tis the rule handed 
down on the tables of stone," Thou shalt not bear false witness." 

Since this measure can be of no benefit to us, for it is conceded 
by every.man who has spoken in favor of it, by the report of the 
committee which urges it, by everyone who has looked into the 
subject, that by reason of the passage of this bill sugar will not 
be a farthing cheaper to anyone who consumes it; and since it 
can not be of b enefit to Cuba, why should it become a law? .Sim
ply and solely to carry out the proposition of the Ways and Means 
Committee, which is generally conceded to have been a mistake. 
just simply to permit certain men to have their own way. If 
there is any other reason, it has not been stated. If there is nc 
other reason the bill ought not to pass. 

The Louisville Courier Journal on March 21 expressed what 
must be the fair sense of all wherein it said: "A 20 per centre
duction is insignificant enough, but to limit even that to a period 
of less than two years is little better than a mockery. It is a con
temptible piece of hypocrisy and cowardice." 

And a paper in my own district, the Jackson Pre s, on March 
19 puts the proposition about right, as follows: "The 20 per cent 
cut is insufficient and the immigration suggestion is impudent. " 

And I want to quote in full an article from the Jackson Citizen 
edited by ex-Congressman O'Donnell. who represented that dis
trict in this body on the Republican side with honor, ability, and 
fidelity. The article is so clear that I desire to read it in full, as • 
follows; 

THE HYPOCRISY OF RECIPROCITY. 

It almost makes one tired to realize the influences a nd underhand efforts 
made to mislead the American mind on the subject of r eciprocity. A great 
doctrinal principle, a s enunciated, cap::~.ble of good use if nursed and handled 
by a wise and prudent statesmanship1 it has been perverted and manipulated 
until as now presented to the people, it is only an appeal to the cupidity on the 
one hand and a new demonstration and effort to accomplish a revival of free 
trade on the other. Ever since President McKinley uttered his speech favor: 
ing reciprocity as a matter of expedienc¥ to extend trade; ever since he as
~erted that it was "a plain duty" to adnnt Porto Rico to the unimpeded use 
of the whole American market, the acclaim of all importers and free traders 
has been for "reciprocity." Mr. McKinley spoke more as a philanthropist 
than as a statesman, and his philanthropy has bean seized and magnified in 
the .interest of greed and partisanship to the deti·iment of American pros
perlty. 

The Citizen has, as a n ewspaper, been favored with dozens of circulars, 
letters, spee.ches, statements, and pamphlets favoring reciprocity. Some 
emanate from the importers of Boston and New York, some from the agri
cultural implement manufacturers at Chicago, but latterly they mostly come 
from the offices of the gigantic Havemeyer sugar trust and the great Ameri
can tobacco combine. Their efforts ar~ now directed to educating public 
sentiment into a critical stage of interest and sympathy with the down
trodden and suffering people of Cuba. Cut down the Din~ley tariff on su&'ar 
and tobacco is the outcry, and save the suffering and stal'Tlllg people of Cuoa. 
If you don t do it, loss, destruction, and star.-ation will follow and the United 
S ta.tes will oppress them beyond the limits of Sp9.nish robbery and spoliation. 
Inourviewthisisnaught but self-interest on the one hand and cheap political 
gush on the other. Cub9. is not suffering any more from the operations of 
tariff and trade to-day than for years a~one only in the circulars of interested 
business men and cheap clap-trap politicians of the free-trade Democratic 
persuasion, !<ailing under false colors. The Havemeyers, the Thm·bers, the 
F arquhars are flooding the country with their letters, circulars, and articles, 
and a part of the newspapers are copying them, as per re~~~~;, or they are 
hiring them printed in the patent insides of newspaper pub · · g houses to 
influence public o-pinion. We have lying before us now no less than three of 
the e appeals, with a P. S.-' If you think so, won't you write your Senators 
and Members of Congress to that effect and also give it continued support in 
your paper?" . 

No, gentlemen, we won't. This country has spent nearly a hundred mil
lions and many lives to benefit Cuba. It has freed it from the taxes, extor
tions, and tyrannies of Spain. Cuba prefers independence to affiliation with 
the American people. Let her take her choice, and have all the privileges of 
indep endent peoples. We must, then, treat her as independent. She has no 
right ~ as~ for any speci.a~ privileges, n? decreased tariff~ no destroying of 
American mdustnes to build up Cuban mterests or to feea the cupidity and 
greed of American sugar and tobacco trust."!. This whole effort to create 
sympathy for Cuba is only a deep-laid game to enrich capitalists at the ex
pense of Ameriean industry and prosperity. Our Government and Congre 
owe their first duty to protect and benefit our own country and people, and 
the Senator or R epresentative who forgets that great and foremost economic 
fact is a traitor to American prosperity and his own constituency. Govern
ment is for justice, home, and domestic prosperity, and not for a simple and 
gushing sympathy for other people and nations. Politician may exploit 
it for partisan advantage, and trusts may struggle for increased profits, but 
time will uncover the evil and lead to the same repentance the nation ex
perienced in 189-!. A reciprocity that b enefits the American producers and 
laborers is the kind that we can all indorse, but a reciprocity that is selfish 
and promotes only private end and intere ts is a perversion of good judg
ment and wise statesmanship, and will never b e approved by the American 
public. 

And in passing, let me inquire a-s to who has paid for all these 
newspaper articles and the pamphlets and literature referred to 
in this article appealing to us for nine months before Congres 
assembled? Certain it is that in the hearings before the commit
tee· and in all the investigations made not one utterance has been 
traced to any Cuban planter, not· one word has been heard from 
any Cuban who anticipatea getting any benefit from this law. 
On the other hand, many of the publications ancl utterances and 
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argume'ijts have been ti·aced to and the money to pay therefor 
has been shown to come from the coffers of the sugar trust, 
which my friend the -gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
intimated had caused me· to see ghosts behind each fluttering 
leaf. I am quite ready to admit that I join the President i1i what 
he said in his speech at Charleston, which my friend from Ohio 
so warmly commended j.n his warning against the immense forces 
of capital now massed, and in his statement that the national wel
fare requires that the power of supervision and regulation· over 
them ought to be exercised by this Government. If I might in
dulge the hope that some day I could become more familiar with 
the " strong box" of Mr. Havemeyer I might learn to look upon 
it with less fear and tl'eD?-bling. . - . 
· I have no objection to people acquiring wealth, and in the lan
guage of an eloquent friend of mine in Michigan, I am still will
ing that there should be another millionaire in the world, and I 
am a candidate for the place. At the same time, it is · humiliat
ing that a great trust should control 90 per cent of the sugar we 
must all use-absolutely control the price and the market. One 
of the representatives of the Bay City Company showed that 
when an old farmer came with his wagon to get some sugar for a 
country mercha~t at their place he had to wait until they could 
call up Mr. Havemeyer's agent in Chicago on the long-distance 
telephone to find out what they would be permitted to sell sugar 
in Michigan that morning. It was then 10 o'clock; and the Bay 
City man was told that Mr. Havemeyer had not yet had his break
fast, and did not get down to the office until 11 o'clock. So the 
farmer had to hitch his horses and wait until the coffee of the sugar
trust magnate cooled and he had reached his office at 11 o'clock. 

There is no doubt but what this same committee a year ago un
derstood that if the tariff was reduced on sugar the trust would 
get the benefit, for in report No. 1766 upon a resolution to put 
Porto Rican and Cuban sugar on the free list that committee 
stated that it would be a gift of the amount of $1,200,000 to the 
sugar trust. 

But whether the trust will get this or not, and we ought not to 
pass a law which would leave any doubt upon the subject, the 
Agricultural Department has spent a lot of money to develop the 
sugar-beet interest; it is a protection from which the farmer de
rives a direct benefit. Michigan to-day makes 80 per cent of all 
the sugar she uses; in the course of a few years the United States 
can produce from the beet all the sugar she can consume. 

We sent away $444,000 of agricultural products last year, sent 
away to foreign markets and brought back to this country money 
from foreign lands therefor. This picture is marred some by the 
fact that we brought into this country during the same time 
$222,000,000 of farm products, over $100,000,000 of which we paid 

·for sugar, which we sent away to other countries never to come 
back. I believe it is the duty of Congress to stimulate this busi
ne&s, to keep this money at home. 
. The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. GROSVENOR, intimated that 
platforms were not very sacred, that they were made in a night; 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. McCALL, said that 
they were an expedient-or that, in effect, was his argument-like 
a car platform, to get in on. I can not believe that this is the 
opinion of people generally, and I know that such are not the 
sentiments of the Republicans of Michigan. 

When Mr. McKinley was elected -Preflident in the fall<>~ 1896 
business took a new life. and where a want of confidence and dis
trust existed business stability and forward march came, all on 
the faith and confidence the country had in R epublican promises 
and Republican principles. And I know that $10,000 ,000 has been 
invested in the sugar-beet business in Michigan, farms have been 
made more valuable, mortgages paid off, towns , villages, and 
cities have prospered. And I believe that this money was in vested 
on the faith of the pledges and the principles of the Republican 
party. And I believe that we are in honor bound to stand by 
those pledges, hurt Havemeyer, help Cuba, or come what may. 
Fair play is a jewel. Right is mighty and will prevail. 

Truth cr ushed to earth shall rise again; 
T he et ernal years of God are hers; 

But Error, wounded, writhes in pain, 
And dies amid her worshippers. 

(Applause.] 
Mr. PAYNE. I move that the committee do now rise. 

· The motion was agreed to. 
· The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. L.A.CEY having taken 

the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the 
Coiil!ilittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re
ported that that committee had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 12765) to provide for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

LE.A. VE OF .ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was g:r:anted as follows: 
To Mr. BURKE of South Dakota, for one week, on account of 

important business. 

"'• 
To Mr. TH.A.YER, for ten days, on account of important busi-

ness. 
And then, on motion of Mr. P.A.YNE, and in accordance with the 

order heretofore made, the House (at 5 o'clock and 14 minutes 
p.m.) adjourned tmtil to-morrow, Thursday, April 17, 1902, at. 
11 o'clock a. m. · 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com

munications were taken from the Speaker's' table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia submitting a supplemental estimate of appropl'iation 
for Columbia Hospital-to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, tl·ansmitting a 
memorial from the Cherokee Indians, together with a draft of a 
bill for the allotment of lands-to the Committee on Indian 
.Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for military p1ison at Alcatraz, 
Cal.-to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A le,iter fl'Om the Grant Statue or Memorial Commission, re
porting progress and recommending an appropriation-to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. · 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending an 
appropriation for protection of Orient Point (New York) light 
station-to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of ~ule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13113) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to loan tents for the use of the Spanish War 
Veterans' encampment at Indianapolis, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1641); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 12867) to authorize the Shreveport Bridge and Terminal 
Company to construct and maintain a bl'idge across Red River, 
in the State of Louisiana, at or near Shreveport, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a r eport (No. 1642); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

MT. HULL, from the Committee on Milital'y Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9503) to authorize the 
Oklahoma and We tern Railroad Company to construct and oper
ate a railway through the Fort Sill Military ReseTVation, and for 
other purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 1643); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Commit tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WARNER, from theCommitteeon the Judiciary, towhich 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3153) to amend section 
698 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1644) · 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calenda/ 

Mr. JONES of Washington, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4355) 
authorizing the issuance of a patent to the county of ClaUam 
State of Washington, reported the same without amendment ac: 
companied by a report (No. 1645); which said bill and report ~ere 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. • 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
_sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13278) 
granting an increase of pension to Levi H. Collins, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1621); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

.. 
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:Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invahd Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13296) granting 
an increase of peru;ion to Francis Scott, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a 1·eport (No. 1622); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

l!Ir. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4509) granting 
an increase of pension to Eliza Knight, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1623); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5159) 
granting a pension toW. A. Miller, reported the same with amend
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1624); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was refeiTed the bill of the Senate (S. 2305) granting an 
increase of pension to Lemuel Grove, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1625) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. APLIN from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was refe1Ted the bill of the House (H. R. 6718) granting an in
crease of pension to Andrew R. Jones, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1626); which said bill 
and repo:rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5865) ~nting 
an increase of pension to Col. James C. Campbell, reported the 
same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1627); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 'i618) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Sheridan, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1628); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2805) granting an 
increase of pension to AnnaL. Cory, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No.1629); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

:Mr. C.A.LDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 319) granting a 
pension to Ida M. Warren, reported the same without amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1630); which said bill and 
report were referred to the P1ivate Calenda1·. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 325) granting an increase of pension to 
John Compton, reported the same with amendments, a~companied 
by a report (No. 1631); which said bill and report were refen-ed 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was r eferred the bill of the House (H. R. 8109) granting a 
peru;ion to William H. McCarter, reported the same with amend
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1632); which said bill andre
port were refeiTed to the Private Calendar. 

:Mr. DARRAGH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3634) granting an 
incr~e of pension to Elizabeth A. Capehart, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1633); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

:M:r. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was refen-ed the bill of the House (H. R. 8346) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Nannie C. Tramell, reported the same with amend
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1634); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

MI·. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10872) granting 
a pension to Ada S. Kempfer, reported the same with amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1635); which said bill and 
reoort were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr: CALDERHE.A.D, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4381) granting an 
increase of pension to JohnS. Robinson, reported the same with
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1636); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was refened the bill of the House (H. R. 5192) granting an 
increase of pension to John English, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1637); which said bill 
and report were refeiTed to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10794) granting a 
pension to Thomas H. Devitt, reported the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1638); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calenda1·. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11115) 
granting a pension to Angeline H. Taylor, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by .a report (No. 1639); which said bill 
and report were referred to. the Private Calendar. 

Mr. NORTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5183) granting 
a pension to William Holdridge, reported the same with amend
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1640); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9941) 
granting a pension to James Mathew, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, billB, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 13677) providing for exe
cution of official bonds by assistant postmasters and other officials 
and employees of the postal service and Postal Department-to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BEIDL.ER: A bill (H. R. 13678) to authorize the Presi
dent of the United States to take certain action in the selection 
of representatives for the consideration of proposed good-roads 
legislation-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 13679) to amend an 
act entitled "An act to establish a uniform system of bank:rnptcy 
throughout the United States," approved July 1, 1898-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BATES (by request): A bill (H. R. 13680) granting lands 
in the Tenitory of New Mexico to aid in the coD.Btruction of the 
Santa Fe Central Railway and the Albuquerque Eastern Railway, 
in said Territory, and in the construction of telegraph lines in 
connection therewith-to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
· By :Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R.13681) granting an appro
pliation to the trustees of the Woman,s National Industrial Ex
hibit of the city of Washington, D. C.-to the Committee on Ap
propiiations. 

By Mr. MINOR: .A. bill (H. R. 13682) to amend section 4517 of 
the United States Revised Statutes-to the Committee on the Mer
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By .Ml·. WARNER: .A. bill (H. R. 13724) to regulate process 
and proceedings in the circuit courts of the United States-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAY: .A. resolution (H. Res. 213) asking for informa
tion from the Civil Service Commission-to the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A resolution (H. Res. 214) authorizing the 
Select Committee on Examination and Disposition of Documents 
to employ labor and clerical assistance-to the Committee on 
Accounts. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, p1·ivate bills of the following titles 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. AL.LEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 13683) granting an in
crease of pension to Ella S. Mannix-to the Committee on Pen'
sions. 

By Mr. BRISTOW: A bill (H. R. 13684) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles F. Wright-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. · 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 13685) for the relief of 
Samuel B. Moore-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13686) for the relief of Malion F. Wolfe-to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By' Mr. CONRY: A bill (H. R. 13687) to correct the military 
record of John H. Lamson-to the Committee on 1\filitary Affairs. 

By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 13688) for the relief of the 
North Ame1ican Transportation and Trading Company-to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 13689) granting a pension to 
William W. Painter-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: A ·bill (H. R. 13690) granting a 
pension o Freeman R. Gove-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sioru;. 

By Mr. GROW: A bill (H. R. 13691) granting an increase of 
pension to James M. Conrad-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

. 
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By 1\Ir. HOLLIDAY: A bill (H. R . 13692) granting a pension 

to Sarah Gentry-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, n. bill (H. R. 13693) granting an increase of pension to 

William T. Gan~-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13694) granting an increase of pension to 

Cynthia A. Burton-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 13695) granting an increase of pension to 

George W. Florye-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R . 13696) granting an increase of pension to 

Charles W ehr-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. JACKSON of Kansas: A bill (H. R . 13697) granting an 

increase of pension Lo Joseph Page-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 13698) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Baldridge-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSS: A bill (H. R. 13699) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of T . S. Grider, deceased-to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MUTCHLER: A bill (H. R. 13100) for the relief of 
Amanda Sopris-to the Committee on Pensions . 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R . 13701) 
granting a pension to Theodore Burl-to the Committee on Inva
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: A bill (H. R. 13702) granting a 
pension to Phebe A. Flynn-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\fr. RHEA of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 13703) for the relief 
of N . F . Palmer, jr., & Co., of New York-to the Committee on 
Claims . . 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: .A bill (H. R . 13704) granting a 
pension to Charlotte J. Closser-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13705) granting an in
crease of pension to Mary Ann Gan'ison-to the Committee on 
Pensions. . 

By Mr . . TATE: A bill (H. R.13706) granting a pension to .Arelia 
C. Pool-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13707) for the relief of Andrew J . Sanders
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R . 13708) for the relief of Enos M. Gribble-to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: A bill (H. R . 13709) granting an 
increase of pension to Elias Holliday-to the Committee on In
valid pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 13710) for 
the relief of the heirs of Joseph R. Bell-to th~ Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 13711) for 
the relief of Simon M. Yates-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R . 137).2) granting a pension 
to Susan Sheldon-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R . 13713) granting an increase of pension to 
Rebecca Randolph-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13714) granting an increase of pension to 
William C. Niles-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R . 13715) to correct the military record of Henry 
W. Knapp-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R . 13716) granting em increase of 
pension to Edward Cottingham-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 13717) granting an increase of pension to 
J ohn Gragan-tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R . 13718) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Price-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 13719) granting a pension 
Nancy McGuire-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R . 13720) for the relief of J acob 
J. Miller-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R . 13721) for 
the relief of William Henley-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 13722) granting a 
pension to Edd Lodge-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R.13723) grant
ing an increase of pension to Oliver C. Jackson-to the Commit
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC: 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 

were laid on the Clerk's desk and refen-ed as follows: 
By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of the Trades League of Philadel

phia, relating to House bill 7645, to maintain the legal-tender 
silver dollar at a parity with gold and to increase the subsidiary 
silver coinage-to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Resolutions of Star Division, No. 323, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, Augusta, Ga .. favoring 
the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Coupon petitions of 1,411 citizens of 
St. Louis, readers of the St. Louis Evening Star, asking Congress~ 
men to vote for House bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter car~ 
riers-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BEIDLER: Petition of Woman's Board of Home Mis~ 
sions of the Presbyterian Church, New York, protesting against 
the passage of House bill 12543, for the admission of the Terri
tories of Arizona and New Mexico to statehood-to the Commit;.. 
tee on the Territories. 

Also, resolutions of Subordinate Association No. 19 of Lithog~ 
raphers' International Protective and Beneficial Association, 
Coshocton, Ohio; Mine Workers' Union No. 550, of Wadsw orth; 
Quarrymen's Union No. 9166, and Ship Carpenters' Union No. 
9303, of Cleveland, Ohio, favoring an educational qualification 
for immigrants-to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali~ 
zation. 

By 1\fr. BULL: Petition of the Centl:al Trades and L~bor Union 
of Rhodeisland, in favor of theeight-hourbill, theanti-mjunction 
bill. and the prison-labor bill-to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Charity Organization Society of New~ 
port, R . I., for the restriction of immigration-to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of the San Francisco (Cal.) Teachers' Meeting 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church, in favor of legislation for the 
benefit of naval chaplains-to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of citizens of Harbor Springs, 
Mich., urging the passage of House bill 7475-to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. COWHERD: Petition of merchants and manufacturers 
of Kansas City, Mo., for reciprocal trade agreement with Can~ 
adn.-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Paper accompanying House bill6695, to 
remove charge of desertion from the military ecord of 1\foses 
Johnson-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the board of control of State House of Cor~ 
rection and Branch Prison at 1\farqnette, Mich., opposing the pas~ 
sage of House bills 3143 and 5798 and other bills of a similar na~ 
ture-to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr . ESCH: Resolutions of a meeting of Boer sympathizers 
in Milwaukee, Wis. 1 in relation to the war in South Africa-to the 
Committee on Fore1gn Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Resolutions of Eighth Assembly Dem~ 
ocratic District Association, of Brooklyn, N . Y. , indorsing House 
bill 6279, to increase the pay of letter carriers-to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Maritime Association of New York, favoring 
legislation to pansion members of the Life-Saving Service-to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, ~emorial of the 1\Ierchants' Association of New York, for 
r eciprocity with Cuba-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FOWLER: Resolutions of Boiler Makers' Union No. 
33, of Bayonne, N.J., and Painters and Paper Hangers' Union 
No. 223, Summit, N.J., favoring an educational test for r estric
tion of immigration- to the Committee on Immigration and Nat-
uralization. · 

Also, resolution of Cigar Makers' Union No. 427, of Rahway, 
N . J . , against the reduction of duty on cigars-to the Committee 
on Ways and :Means. 

Also, resolutions of Division No. 85, of Trenton, and DiYision 
No. 74, of Elizabeth, N . J., Order of Railroad Telegraphers, 
favoring the passage of the Hoar-Grosvenor anti-injunction bill
to the Committee on the J udiciary. 

Also, resolutions of Boiler Makers' Union No. 33, Bayonne~ 
N . J., favoring the reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion act
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: Petition of the 1\ferchanta' Association 
of New York for reciprocal trade relations with Cuba-to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of citizens of the Eleventh 
Congressional district of Ohio, in favor of House bills 178 and 179, 
for the repeal of the tax on distilled spirits-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Scioto L odge, No. 77, Association of 1\Ia
chinists, Chillicothe, Ohio, favoring an educational restriction on 
immigration-to the Committee on Immigration and N aturaliza~ 
tion. 

By Mr. HANBURY: Resolutionsofthel\ferchants' Association 
of New York, urging reciprocity with Cuba upon the basis of not 
less than 40 per cent reduction-to t he Commit tee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also r esolution of the Maritime Association of the P ort of New 
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York, urging the passage of House bill163, to pe!lBion employees 
and dependents of Life-Saving Service-to the Committee on In
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. IDTT: Petition of Machinists' Lodge No. 440, Rockford, 
ill., for the restriction of immigration-to the Committee on Im
migration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: Resolution of Miller Post, No. 498, of 
Avon, Ind., Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the construc
·tion of Government vessels in navy-yards-to the Committee on 
N aval .A:ffairs. 
· Also, resolutions of Tailors' Union No. 31; Vigo Lodge, No. 16, 
Locomotive Firemen, of Terre Haute, and Mine Workers' Union 
No. 214, Brazil, Ind., against immigration from south and east of 
·Europe-j;o the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By 1\Ir. KLUTTZ: l\femorial of the Merchants' Association of 
New York, for reciprocity with Cuba-to the Committee on Ways 
and Mea!lB. 

By .Mr. LINDSAY: Resolutions of the Maritime Association 
of the Port of New York, urging the passage of House bill163, 
to pe!lBion employees and dependents of Life-Saving Service-to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MAHONEY: Resolutions of At Last Lodge, No. 456, 
B1·otherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Chicago, lll., in support 
of the bill known as ''the Foraker-Corliss safety-appliance bill''
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of Harmonia Society of Chicago, ill., 
favGring the erection of a statue to the late B1igadier-General 
Count Pulaski at Washington-to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolutions of At Last Lodge, No. 456, of Chicago, ill., 
Railroad Trainmen, favoring the passage of the Foraker-Corliss 
safety-appliance bill-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Resolutions of the Western South Dakota 
Stock Growers' Association, in opposition to the passage of the 
Henry oleomargarine bill-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutien of the same association, favoring the p::tssage of 
House bill No. 6565, known as the Grosvenor pure-fiber bill-to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 
. By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of Merchants' Association of 
_New York, in favor of reciprocity with Cuba-to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 
. By Mr. NEVIN: Petition of Mutual Lodge, No. 225, Association 
of Machinists, favoring an educational qualification for immi
grants-to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of P ennsylvania: Resolutions of John 
Ennis Post, No. 47, St. Clair, Pa., Grand Army of the Republic, 
favoring a bill providing pellilions to certain officers and men in 
the Army and Navy of the United States when 50 years of age 
.and over, and increasing widows' pensions to $12 per month-to 
the Committee on Pensio!lB. 

Also, resolution of Mine Workers' Union No. 1685, Shenandoah, 
Pa., favoring an educational qualification for immigrants-to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill 13310, granting a pension 
to Anna McGowan-to the Committee on Invalid Pe!lBions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany House bill 13588, grant
ing an increase of pension to Justus A. Chafee-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. · 

By Mr. POWERS of Maine: Paper to accompany House bill 
granting a pe!lBion to Phebe A. Flynn-to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Petition of citizens of Kansas for the recogni
tion of the South African Republic and the Orange Free State
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

· By M:r. STEPHENS of Texa-s : Protest of Woman's Board of 
Home Missions of the Presbyterian Church, against the passage 
of House bill 12543, for the admission of the Territories of Ari
zona and Nf.w Mexico to Statehood-to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By :M.r. TATE: Papers to accompany House bill 11395, grant
ing a pension to Mary Pitman, widow of Capt.W. D. Pitman-to 
the Committee on P ensio!lB. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to A.relia 
C. Pool, widow of Haden S. A. Pool-to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill 13707, granting a pension 
to Andrew J. Sanders-to the Committee on Pensio!lB. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany 
House bill for the 1·elief of the heirs of Joseph R. Bell-to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VREEL.A._~D: Resolutions of Steel Cabinet Workers' 
·Union, of Jamestown, and Trades and Labor Union, of Olean, 
N. Y., favoring an educational qualification for immigrants-to 
the Comroittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 17, 1902. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro

ceedings, when, on request of Mr. CLAY, and by unanimous con
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Journal 
will stand approved. It is approved. 

PETITIONS .AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. MALLORY presented a petition of Local Union No. 74, 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Pensacola, 
Fla., praying for the enactment of legisl~tion providing ali edu
cational test for immigrants to this country; which was refened 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Board of 
Trade and Transportation of New York, N.Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation allowing the payment of a drawback in 
cases where certain imported materials can not be positively iden
tified, provided like materials of at least the same value have been 
used in the manufacture of the exported articles; which was I·e
feiTed to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Vigo Lodge, No. 16, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Terre Haute, Ind., pray
ing for the enactment of legislation to exclude Chinese laborers 
from the United States and their insular possessions; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Kokomo Lodge, No. 463, Inter
national Association of Machinists, of Kokomo, Ind., praying for 
the enactment of legislation providing an educational test for im
migrants to this country; which was referred to the Committee 
on Immigration.. 

He also presented a petition of Tecumseh Lodge, No. · 402, 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Lafayette, Ind.; praying 
for the passage of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill; to limit 
the meaning of the word" conspiracy" and the use of" restrain
ing orders and injunctions" in certain cases, and remonstrating 
against the adoption of any substitute therefor; which was or
dered -to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Samuel Blaemire and 59 other 
citizens of Hobart, Ind., praying for the adoption of an amend
ment to the internal-revenue law relative to the tax on distilled 
spirits; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

.1\Ir. DILLING HAM presented a petition of Horse Nail Workers' 
Local Union No. 9487, of Vergennes, Vt., praying for the enact
ment of legislation providing an educational t est for immigrants 
to this country; which was refeiTed to the Committee on Immi-
gration. .. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana presented a memorial of 30 citizens of 
Lewis and Clarke County, Mont., remonstrating against the enact
ment of legislation providing for the leasing of the public do
main; which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. RAWLINS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Utah; 
of sundry citizens of southern Utah; of sundry citizens of Mo
have County, Ariz., and of sundry citizens of Fredonia, Aliz., 
praying for the annexation to Utah of that portion of the Terri
tory of Arizona lying north of the Colorado River; which were 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

l\1r. HOAR presented a petition of Lodge No. 621, Brotherhood 
of Railroad Trainmen, of Boston, Mass., praying for the passage 
of the so-called Hoar anti-injunction bill, to limit the meaning of 
the word '' conspiracy '' and the use of '' restraiiiing orders and 
injunctio!lB" in certain cases, and remonstrating against the 
adoption of any substitute therefor; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. DEPEW presented the mem01ial of Levi Copeland and 36 
other citizens of West Hebron, N.Y., remonstrating against the 
reenactment of the Chinese-exclusion law; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Republican district com
mittee of the twenty-eighth assembly district of New York 
County, N.Y., praying for the enactment of legislation authoriz
ing the construction of war vessels in the navy-yards of the coun
try: which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Congress Club, of Brooklyn, 
N.Y. , praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the pay 
of letter carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Ship Carpentei·s and Joiners' 
Local Union No. 9298, of Elm Park; of Pressmen's Local Union 
No. 9331, of Lockport; of the Trades Assembly of Norwich; of 
United Neckwear Cutters' Local Union No. 6939, of New York 
.City; of Laborers' Protective Union No. 9512, of Ticonderoga; of 
Hudson River Lodge, No. 365, of Troy, and of Loyal Lodge, No. 
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